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New Case Filed - Other Claims Steve Verby 
Plaintiff: Pandrea, Mary Appearance Douglas S. Steve Verby 
Marfice 
Filing: A - Ali initial civil case filings of any type not Steve Verby 
listed in categories B-H, or the other A listings 
below Paid by: Ramsden & Lyons Receipt 
number: 0456705 Dated: 5/12/2011 Amount: 
$88.00 (Check) For: Pandrea, Mary (plaintiff) 
Complaint Filed - Complaint for Partition and 
Accounting 
Steve Verby 
Summons Issued Steve Verby 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0456761 
Dated: 5/13/2011 Amount $16.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Comparing And Steve Verby 
Conforming A Prepared Record, Per Page Paid 
by: Ramsden & Lyons Receipt number: 0456994 
Dated: 5/19/2011 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Ramsden & Receipt 0456994 
Dated: 5/19/2011 Amount 
Lis Pendens filed 
Motion To Disqualify 
Disqualification Of Judge - Automatic 
Order to Disqualify Judge 
Change Assigned Judge 
Order of Reassignment 





District Court Clerks 
John T. Mitchell 
Benjamin R Simpson 
Affidavit Of Service Benjamin R Simpson 
Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Benjamin R Simpson 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Clark, Kari 
(defendant) Receipt number: 0458688 Dated: 
6/20/2011 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Clark, 
Kari ( defendant) 
Notice of Appearance 
Defendant: Clark, Kari Appearance Pro Se 
Motion To Disqualify Judge 
Notice of Intent to Take Default 
File Out Of County - Judge Simpson 
Benjamin R Simpson 
Benjamin R Simpson 
Benjamin R Simpson 
Benjamin R Simpson 
Benjamin R Simpson 
Answer to Complaint for Partition and Accounting Benjamin R Simpson 
Exhibit A to Complaint filed - omitted from original Benjamin R Simpson 
filing 
)ate: 11/18/2014 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: HUMRICH 
M ROA Report 
=>age 2 of Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
)ate Code User Judge 
3/29/2011 ANSW PHILLIPS Answer to Complaint for Partition and Accounting Benjamin R. Simpson 
(filed by Shirley Bade for Defendant) - no Sub of 
Counsel filed 
7/5/2011 FIRT PHILLIPS File Returned Benjamin R. Simpson 
ORDR PHILLIPS Order to Disqualify Judge Benjamin R. Simpson 
DISA PHILLIPS Disqualification Of Judge - Automatic Benjamin R. Simpson 
CHJG PHILLIPS Change Assigned Judge District Court Clerks 
7/12/2011 ORDR PHILLIPS Order of Reassignment John T. Mitchell 
CHJG PHILLIPS Change Assigned Judge John Patrick Luster 
7/20/2011 FIOC OPPELT File Out Of County - Judge Simpson John Patrick Luster 
3/31/2011 HRSC CMOORE Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference John Patrick Luster 
10/24/2011 03:00 PM) (to be heard in Kootenai 
County) 
CMOORE Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
3/7/2011 STIP MORELAND Stipulation for Filing of Amended Complaint (no John Patrick Luster 
order provided) 
3/19/2011 PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463161 Dated: 
9/19/2011 Amount $2.00 (Check) 
3/21/2011 MISC PHILLIPS faxed proposed order and proposed amended John Patrick Luster 
complaint to Judge Simpson 
3/23/2011 ORDR PHILLIPS Order to Amend Complaint Benjamin R Simpson 
10/3/2011 AMCO PHILLIPS Amended Complaint Filed (nunc pro tune) John Patrick Luster 
10/6/2011 ORDR PHILLIPS Order to Amend Complaint (nunc pro tune) John Patrick Luster 
10/12/2011 ORDR HENDRICKSO Order to Amend Complaint John Patrick Luster 
10/13/2011 MISC HENDRICKSO Acknowledgment Pursuant to Rule 16(k)(7) IRCP John Patrick Luster 
Regarding Case Status/ Mediation 
10/19/2011 FIOC HENDRICKSO File Out Of County John Patrick Luster 
ANSW HENDRICKSO Answer to Amended Complaint for Partition and John Patrick Luster 
Accounting and 
CNTR HENDRICKSO Counterclaim John Patrick Luster 
10/24/2011 CTLG OPPELT Court Log- From Kootenai County John Patrick Luster 
DCHH OPPELT Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 10/24/2011 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Anne MacManus Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: (to be heard in Kootenai County) -
Less Than 100 Pages 
10/27/2011 FIRT OPPELT File Returned John Patrick Luster 
11/2/2011 HRSC OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial - 2 Days John Patrick Luster 
05/30/2012 09:00 AM) 
Date: 11/18/2014 
M 
Page 3 of 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
User: HUMRICH 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
11/2/2011 OPPELT Notice Of Trial (Uniform Pretrial Order Attached) John Patrick Luster 
11/8/2011 BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0465379 Dated: 
11/8/2011 Amount $8.00 (Check) 
11/14/2011 REQU HENDRICKSO Defendat/Counterclaimant's Requests For John Patrick Luster 
Admissions, Answers to Interrogatories, and 
Production of Documents to Plaintiff/Counter 
Defendant MAry E. Pandrea, Set One 
11/15/2011 REPL HENDRICKSO Reply to Counterclaim John Patrick Luster 
11/16/2011 NOSV HENDRICKSO Defendant/Counterclaimant's Notice of Service of John Patrick Luster 
Request For Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents, 
Set one Upon Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Mar E. 
Pandrea 
12/13/2011 NOSV HENDRICKSO Notice of Service John Patrick Luster 
12/29/2011 NOSV HENDRICKSO Notice of Service of Discovery Responses John Patrick Luster 
12/30/2011 NOSV HENDRICKSO Notice of Service of Discovery Requests John Patrick Luster 
1/4/2012 NOTC HENDRICKSO Notice of Compliance - (expert witnesses) John Patrick Luster 
T. Smet 
1/30/2012 NOTC OPPELT Notice of Compliance John Patrick Luster 
2/7/2012 NOSV OPPELT Notice Of Service of Defendant/Counterclaimants' John Patrick Luster 
Response to Plaintiff/Counter Defendant's First 
Set of Interrogatories and Requests for 
Production of Documents 
2/10/2012 HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid 
Mary Receipt number: 0469328 Dated: 
2i10/2012 Amount $3.00 (Cash) 
3/5/2012 NOTC HENDRICKSO Notice of Compliance with Pretrial Order re: John Patrick Luster 
Defendant/Counterclaimants' Expert Witness 
Disclosure 
4/4/2012 NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing of Defendant/Counter John Patrick Luster 
Claimant's Motion to Continue Trial 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Continue John Patrick Luster 
04/25/2012 04:00 PM) Defendant/Counter 
Claimant's Motion to Continue Trial 
4/11/2012 MOTN HENDRICKSO Defendant/Counterclaimant's Motion To Continue John Patrick Luster 
Trial 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Ethel M. Boyd in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Defendant/Counterclaimant's Motion To Continue 
Trial 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Kari A Clark in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Defenant/Counterclaimant's Motion To Continue 
Trial 
Date: 11/18/2014 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: HUMRICH 
ROA Report 
Page 4 of Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
4/11/2012 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidait of Shirley Bade in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Defendant/Counterclaimant's Motin To Contiue 
Tira! 
4/19/2012 FIOC OPPELT File Out Of County - Judge Luster John Patrick Luster 
4/25/2012 CTLG OPPELT Court Log- From Kootenai County - No CD John Patrick Luster 
DCHH OPPELT Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 04/25/2012 04:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Valerie Nunemacher 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Defendant/Counter Claimant's Motion 
to Continue Trial - Kootenai County - Less Than 
100 Pages 
DENY OPPELT Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 04/25/2012 04:00 PM: Motion Denied 
Defendant/Counter Claimant's Motion to Continue 
Trial - Kootenai County 
5/1/2012 ORDR HENDRICKSO Order Denying Defendant's Motion To Continue John Patrick Luster 
Trial 
5/4/2012 FIRT OPPELT File Returned John Patrick Luster 
NOTO OPPELT Of Deposition of Plaintiff/Counter John Patrick Luster 
Defendant Mary E. Pandrea 
5/9/2012 NOSV HENDRICKSO Notice of Service of John Patrick Luster 
NOTC Notice of Compliance John Patrick Luster 
STIP HENDRICKSO Stipulation for Enlargement of Time to Take John Patrick Luster 
Depositions of Parties and Witnesses 
5/17/2012 FIOC OPPELT File Out Of County - Judge Luster John Patrick Luster 
WITN HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Witness List John Patrick Luster 
EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
5/18/2012 EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Supplemental Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
5/22/2012 EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Second Supplemental Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
5/24/2012 BREF HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Trial Brief John Patrick Luster 
5/25/2012 BREF HENDRICKSO Defendant's Trial Brief John Patrick Luster 
HRVC HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Court Trial - 2 Days scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 05/30/2012 09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial - 2 Days John Patrick Luster 
06/12/2012 09:00 AM) to be held in Kootenai 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Court Trial John Patrick Luster 
5/31/2012 EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Third Supplemental Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
3/6/2012 NOTC HENDRICKSO Notice of Taking Deposition of Suzanne Metzger John Patrick Luster 
Jate: 11/18/2014 
M 
=>age 5 of 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
)ate Code User 
3/13/2012 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Court Trial - 2 Days scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 06/12/2012 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Julie Foland 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: to be held in Kootenai County 
3/14/2012 MINE HENDRICKSO Minute Entry re: closing briefs John Patrick Luster 
MISC HENDRICKSO *******END OF FILE #1*****BEGIN FILE #2***** John Patrick Luster 
?"/18/2012 BREF OPPELT Plaintiffs Post-Trial Brief John Patrick Luster 
7/19/2012 BREF OPPELT Defendant's Post-Trial Brief and Closing John Patrick Luster 
Argument 
3/16/2012 HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference John Patrick Luster 
11/21/2012 03:00 PM) to be held in Kootenai 
County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Decision re: Court Trial John Patrick luster 
3/17/2012 MISC HENDRICKSO Document faxed to Judge - John Patrick Luster 
Notice of Hearing 
11/20/2012 OBJC OPPELT Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment and John Patrick Luster 
Decree of Partition and Request for Hearing 
11/21/2012 DCHH OPPELT result for Status Conference scheduled Patrick Luster 
on 11/21/2012 03:00 PM: District Court 
Held 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: to be held in Kootenai County - Under 
100 Pages 
11/30/2012 HRSC OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/14/2013 03:00 John Patrick Luster 
PM) to Clarify Survey 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
12/11/2012 NOTC HENDRICKSO Notice of Transcript Preparation John Patrick Luster 
1/10/2013 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of John Marquette in Support of Plaintiffs John Patrick Luster 
Proposed Judgment 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Mary E. Pandrea In Support of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Prosposed Judgment 
1/14/2013 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
01/14/2013 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: to Clarify Survey (In Kootenai County) 
ii15/2013 ~ nlC'I"' IVIIVV HENDRICKSO Decision en Defendant's Objectior. tc Proposed iohn D,:;tri,-.1< I , 1<::ter 
Judgment 
US/2013 NSSC OPPELT Notice Of Substitution Of Counsel John Patrick Luster 
APER OPPELT Defendant: Clark, Kari Appearance Richard John Patrick Luster 
Keating Kuck 
3/5/2013 NOAP MORELAND Notice Of Appearance John Patrick Luster 
Date: 11/18/2014 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: HUMRICH 
Page 6 of Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 












Code User Judge 
APER MORELAND Plaintiff: Pandrea, Mary Appearance Pro Se John Patrick Luster 
MISC MORELAND Declaration of Pandrea John Patrick Luster 
OBJC MORELAND Plaintiff Mary Pandrea's Objection to Ruling John Patrick Luster 
Based on Clouded Title & Defendant's Failure to 
Provide a True & Accurate Accounting 
MISC HENDRICKSO *******END OF FILE #2*****BEGIN FILE #3****** John Patrick Luster 
MOTN 
MEMO 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Motion for Recosideration of Trial 
Decision 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Reconsideration of Trial Decision 














HENDRICKSO Motion for Leave to Withdraw as Attorney of 
Record -Attorney D. Marfice 
HENDRICKSO Stipulation for Order to Allow Withdrawal as 
Attorney of Record 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Withdraw 
03/28/2013 03:00 PM) Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Documents faxed to Judge Luster 
KRAMES Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Of 
File Or Record The Clerk, Per Paid 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0487907 
Dated: 3/22/2013 Amount $32.00 (Check) 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Defendant's Moton to Strike Plaintiffs Pro-Se John Patrick Luster 
Pleadings and Request for Appropriate Sanctions 
HENDRICKSO Document faxed to Judge Luster John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Order Granting Motion for Leave to Withdraw as John Patrick Luster 
Attorney of Record 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 03/28/2013 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 03/28/2013 03:00 PM: Motion Granted 
Kootenai County 




Affidavit of Service of Order Granting Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Leave to Withdraw as Attorney of Record 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of John Patrick luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0488546 Dated: 
4/5/2013 Amount $2.00 (Cash) 
Notice Of Appearance (by Mary E Pandrea) John Patrick Luster 
Date: 11/18/2014 
M 
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First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Clark 
User 
HENDRICKSO Second Affidavit of Service of Order Granitng 
Motion For Leave to Withdraw as Attorney of 
Record 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Re-Flied Motion for Reconsideration of 
Trial Decision 
(Without Argument) 
HENDRICKSO Re-Filed Declaration of Pandrea 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Mary Pandrea's Re-Filed Objection to 
RUiing Based on Clouded Title and Defendant's 
Failure to Provide a True and Accurate 
Accounting 
User: HUMRICH 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Notice of Intent to Wirhdraw and Re-FIie John Patrick Luster 
Prior Pro Se FIiing 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Strike Plaintiff's Pro Se Pleadings and Request 
for Appropriate Sanctions 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Refiled John Patrick Luster 
Motion for Reconsideration of Trial Decision 
(Without Argument) 
HENDRICKSO ****END OF FILE #4****BEGIN OF FILE #5******* John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Re-Filed to Based on 
Clouded Title and Defendant's Failure to Provide 
a True and Accurate Accounting 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled John Patrick Luster 
06/19/2013 03:00 PM) Plaintiffs Re-Filed 
Objection 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Re-Filed Moton for Reconsideration 
Without Argument 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/19/2013 03:00 John Patrick luster 
PM) Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration without 
Argument 
Kootenai County 
HENDR!CKSO Amended Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Re-Filed Objection to Ruling Based on 
Clouded Title and Defendant's Failure to Provide 
a True and Accurate Accounting 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 06/19/2013 03:00 PM: Hearing Vacated and 
will be rescheduled Plaintiff's Re-Filed Objection 
Kootenai County 
HENDRiCKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/13/2013 09:30 John Patrick luster 
AM) Kootenai County 
re: Re-Filed Objection 
Date: 11/18/2014 
Page 8 of 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User 
5/30/2013 NOHG HENDRICKSO Amended Notice of Hearing 
re: Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration Without 
Argument 
HRVC HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
06/19/2013 03:00 PM: Hearing Vacated to be 
rescheduled Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration 
without Argument 
Kootenai County 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/13/2013 09:30 
AM) Kootenai County 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration without 
Argument 
Kootenai County 
5/31/2013 FIOC HENDRICKSO File Out Of County 
6/4/2013 NOHG HENDRICKSO Amended Notice of Hearing 
re: Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration Without 
Argument 
CONT HENDRICKSO Continued (Motion 06/14/2013 09:40 AM) 
Kootenai County 
re: Re-Filed Objection 
NOHG HENDRICKSO Amended Notice of Hearing 
re: Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration Without 
Argument 
CONT HENDRICKSO Continued (Motion 06/14/2013 09:40 AM) 
Kootenai County 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration without 
Argument 
Kootenai County 
6/11/2013 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidvit of John Marquette 
3/12/2013 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of John Pandrea In Support of Plaintiff 
Mary E. Pandrea's Re-Filed Motion for 
Reconsideration 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Debbie A. Gadbaw in Support of Mary 
Pandrea's Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration of 
Trial Decision 
(Without Argument) 
NOFG HENDRICKSO Notice of Filing of Record of Survey and Legals 
MOTN HENDRICKSO Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law 
NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing 
re: Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law 
HRSC HENDRiCKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/14/2013 09:40 
AM) Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law 




John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick luster 
John Patrick Luster 
Date: 11/18/2014 
Page 9 of 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
User: HUMRICH 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
6/14/2013 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/14/2013 09:40 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
re: Re-Filed Objection 
DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/14/2013 09:40 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Defendant's Motion to Amend 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/14/2013 09:40 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration without 
Argument 
Kootenai County 
5/17/2013 RSPN HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Amend Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/26/2013 01 :30 John Patrick Luster 
PM) Kootenai County 
5/20/2013 NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Motion to Continue 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Continue John Patrick Luster 
06/26/2013 01 :30 PM) 
MOTN HENDRICKSO Motion to Continue Hearing on Plaintiff's Motion John Patrick Luster 
for Reconsideration 
3/24/2013 REPL HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Reply in Support of Her Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Reconsideration of Trial Decision 
OBJC HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Objection to Defendant's Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Continue Hearing on Plaintiff's Motion for 
Reconsideration 
MEMO HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Reply to John Patrick Luster 
Support Her Motion for Reconsideration of Trial 
Decision 
3/26/2013 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 06/26/2013 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Valerie Nunemacher 
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HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/26/2013 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Valerie Nunemacher 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/26/2013 01 :30 PM: Motion to Reconsider on 
the Accounting Denied Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing 
re: Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Motion to Intervene and for Stay 
HENDRICKSO Other party: Thornton, John F Appearance 
Valerie Thornton 
HENDRICKSO Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Thorton 
Law Office Receipt number: 0495569 Dated: 
8/20/2013 Amount $66.00 (Check) For: 
Thornton, John F (other party) 
HENDR!CKSO Document sent to Judge for review 
also, no notice of hearing or order To intervene 
filed at the time of the above motion 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Pandrea's Motion Leave File 
The Amended Complaint and to Add 
Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Mary Pandrea in Support of Mary 
Pandrea's Motion for Leave to File Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Motion for Leave John Patrick Luster 
File Second Amended Complaint and to Add 
Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Pandrea's Second Amended John Patrick Luster 
Complaint and to Add Defendants [PROPOSAL] 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/27/2013 10:00 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
09/27/2013 10:00 AM: Continued Plaintiffs 
Motion for Leave to file Second Amended 
Complaint and to Add Defendants - Per District 
continued to October 25, 2013 1 :OOpm 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10/25/2013 01:00 John Patrick Luster 
Prv1) Plaintiffs "11otion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
)ate: 11/18/2014 
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Per email from Kathy (Judge Luster's Clerk) the John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint will be 
heard on October 18, 2013 at 1 :OOpm in Kootenai 
County 
Continued (Motion 10/18/2013 01:00 PM} All John Patrick Luster 
Motion previously scheduled Sept 27 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
Kootenai County 
Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re" John Thomotn's Motion to Intervene 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Intervene John Patrick Luster 
10/18/2013 01 :00 PM) Kootenai County 
J. Thornton Intervenor 
HENDRICKSO Defendant's Clark's Objectin to Plaintiffs Motion John Patrick Luster 
for Leave to File Second Amended Complaint and 
to Add Additional Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Defendant's Kari Clark's Opposition to John F. John Patrick Luster 
Thornton's Motion to Intervene and Motion For 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Evidence and Argument John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Objection and John u,:,t,r, .... v Luster 
in Support of Motion for Leave to Amend 
and Add Defendant's 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea Receipt number: 0498635 Dated: 
0/17/2013 Amount $3.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Order Denying Plaintiffs Re-Filed Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Reconsider 
HENDRICKSO result for Motion to Intervene scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 10/18/2013 01 :00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
J. Thornton Intervenor 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
10/18/2013 01 :00 PM: District Court Hearing Hell 
Court Reporter: Kari Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: All Motion previously scheduled Sept 
27 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing 
re: John Thorton's Motion to Intervene 
John Patrick Luster 
Date: 11/18/2014 
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HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/06/2013 01 :30 John Patrick Luster 
PM) J. Thornton's Motion to Intervene 
OPPELT Decision On Plaintiff's Motion to Amend 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Unavailability - Attorney V. Thornton 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
12/06/2013 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Anita Self 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: J. Thornton's Motion to Intervene 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
12/06/2013 01:30 PM: Motion Denied J. 
Thornton's Motion to Intervene 
Kootenai County 
KRAMES Motion For Entry Of Final Judgment 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
KRAMES 
KRAMES 
Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Motion for Entry of Final Judgment 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/03/2014 01 :30 John Patrick luster 
PM) Defendant/Counter-Claimant's Motion for 
Entry Of Final Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Objection to Clark's Motion for Entry of Final John Patrick Luster 
.... ,.,""n,,n result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
01/03/2014 01 :30 PM: District Court Heh 
Court Reporter: Julie Foland 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 100 pages 
Defendant/Counter-Claimant's Motion for Of 
Final Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/17/2014 01 :30 John Patrick luster 
for of Judgment 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Objection to Judgment Motion for or For John Patrick Luster 
Findings of Facts and Conclusions of Law 
HENDRICKSO to Clark's Motion for Entry of Final John Patrick Luster 
Judgment 
BOWERS Pre-Hearing Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs John Patrick Luster 
Position Regarding Entry of Final Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Declaration of John Marquette 
HENDRICKSO Order Denying John F. Thornton's Motion to 
Intervene and !Vlotion tor Stay 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
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HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
01/17/2014 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Hell 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: for Entry of Judgment 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Coversheet 
Pandrea's Proposed Judgment and Decree of 
Partition (1 & (2} 
John Patrick Luster 
CINF HENDRICKSO Documents emailed to Judge Luster John Patrick Luster 
JDMT 
Declaration of John Marquette 
CoverSheet Pandrea's Proposed Judgment and 
Decree of Partation (1) & (2) 
Revised Proposed Judgment and Decree of 
Partition (Judgment in JO's pending basket) 
HENDRICKSO Revised Judgment and Decree of Partition 7 pgs John Patrick Luster 










Defendant; Thornton, John F, Other Party; 
Pandrea, Mary E., Plaintiff. Filing date: 1/24/2014 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment Fax Fee Paid by: Jason John Patrick Luster 
M. Grey Receipt number: 0001315 Dated: 
1/28/2014 Amount $9.00 (Credit card) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Cost - CC John Patrick Luster 
Paid Jason M. Grey Receipt number: 0001315 
Dated: 1/28/2014 Amount: $3.00 (Credit 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration of Final John Patrick Luster 
and Decree of Partition and 
Clarification 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of E. Pandrea in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration of Flnal 
Judgment and Decree of Partition and 
Clarification 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Debbie A Gadbaw in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration of Final 
Judgment and Decree of Partition and 
Clarification 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Motion for Attortney Fees and Costs John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Memorandum of Costs and Attorney John Patrick Luster 
Fees 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Attorney Fees and Costs 
HENDR!CKSO Pandrea's Affidavit for Costs and Attorney Fees John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Memorandum in Support of Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Reconsideration of Final Judgment and Decree of 
Partition and Clarification 
HENDRICKSO No Notice of Hearing filed with the above motions John Patrick Luster 
Date: 11/18/2014 
Time: 02:32 PM 
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2/21/2014 MOTN BOWERS Defendant's Motion to Disallow Attorneys Fees John Patrick Luster 
and Costs to Plaintiff Mary E Pandrea 
MEMO BOWERS Defendant's Memorandum in Support of Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Disallow Attorneys Fees and Costs to Plaintiff 
Mary E Pandrea 
2/24/2014 KRAMES Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0002884 
Dated: 2/24/2014 Amount $7.00 (Check) 
KRAMES Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Sarne John Patrick Luster 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0002884 
Dated: 2/24/2014 Amount $1.00 (Check) 
2/26/2014 NOHG KRAMES Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Motion to Disallow Attorneys Fees and Costs to 
Plaintiff Mary E. Pandrea (faxed to Judge Luster) 
HRSC KRAMES Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/14/2014 10:30 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Defs Motion to Disallow Attorneys Fees and 
Costs to Plaintiff Mary E. Pandrea 
3/7/2014 HUMRICH Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to John Patrick Luster 
Supreme Court Paid by: Thornton, John F 
(other party) Receipt number: 0003759 Dated: 
3/7/2014 Amount: $109.00 (Credit card) For: 
Thornton, John F (other party) 
HUMRICH Filing: Technology Cost- CC Paid by: Thornton, John Patrick Luster 
John F (other party) Receipt number: 0003759 
Dated: 3/7/2014 Amount $3.00 (Credit card) For: 
Thornton, John F (other party) 
BNDC HUMRICH Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 3763 Dated John Patrick Luster 
3/7/2014 for 300.00) 
RSPN KRAMES Plaintiff's Response To Defendant's Motion To John Patrick Luster 
Disallow Attorney Fees And Costs To Pandrea 
CHJG HUMRICH Change Assigned Judge Idaho Supreme Court 
NOTA HUMRICH NOTICE OF APPEAL John Patrick Luster 
APSC HUMRICH Appealed To The Supreme Court John Patrick Luster 
3/10/2014 CINF HENDRICKSO 3-10-14 1:47pm Talked with Kathy (Judge John Patrick Luster 
Luster's chambers) she stated that the clerk the 
did the hearing for this order (dated Jan 17th, 
2014) just put it in the file and did not fax it to us. 
She said that she would speak to her supervisor 
re: the matter of not faxing us the copy to class -
order dated 01-17-2014 - Order Denying John F. 
Thorntonfs tviotion to lnten;ene and Motion for 
Stay 
3/13/2014 NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of the 
Judgment and Decree of Partition 
)ate: 11/18i2014 
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3/13/2014 HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 05/02/2014 08:00 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of the 
Judgment and Decree of Partition 
3/14/2014 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
03/14/2014 10:30 AM: District Court Hearing Hell 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Defs Motion to Disallow Attorneys 
Fees and Costs to Plaintiff Mary E Pandrea 
3/21/2014 CCOA HUMRICH Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Idaho Supreme Court 
3/24/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "ORDER Idaho Supreme Court 
CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING APPEAL" 
i/10/2014 MISC HUMRICH Filed Objection to Dismissal of Appeal; rec'd via Idaho Supreme Court 
email from ISC 
+/15/2014 CINF ADLER Clerk Information-appeal currently suspended Idaho Supreme Court 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Pandrea in Support of Motion for Idaho Supreme Court 
Reconsideration of Final Judgment and Decree of 
Partition 
U23/2014 CINF HUMRICH Clerk Information - Appeal currently suspended; Idaho Supreme Court 
pending Order form Court 
U25/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "ORDER Idaho Supreme Court 
DISMISSING APPEAL" 
CHJG HUMRICH Change Assigned Judge John Patrick Luster 
RSPN HENDRICKSO Defendant Clark's Response to Plaintiff's Motion John Patrick Luster 
for Reconsideration 
1./29/2014 DEOP OPPELT Decision on Plaintiff's Motion for Fees and Costs John Patrick Luster 
(8 Pages) 
i/30/2014 REPL HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Reply to Defendant's Response to John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of Final 
Judgment and Decree of Partition and 
Clarification and Objection to Facts Not on 
Record Included in Clark's Supporting 
Memorandum 
i/2/2014 CINF HENDRICKSO Judge Luster is keeping the file. John Patrick Luster 
File under advisement 
DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
05/02/2014 08:00 AM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration 
of the Judgment and Decree of Partition 
)/6/2014 HUl\,1RICH Misce!!aneous Payment: For Making Copy Of John Patrick ! uster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Thornton, John F Receipt number: 0007391 
Dated: 5/6/2014 Amount: $10.00 (Cash) 
Date: 11/18/2014 
Time: 02:32 PM 
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5/6/2014 HUMRICH Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same John Patrick Luster 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Thornton, John F Receipt number: 0007391 
Dated: 5/6/2014 Amount $1.00 (Cash) 
5/8/2014 MISC HENDRICKSO Augmented Exhibit from Hearing Dated May 2, John Patrick Luster 
2014 for Pandrea's Motion for Reconsideration of 
the Flnal Judgment and Decree of Partition Filed 
February 7, 2014 
5/9/2014 LETT HENDRICKSO Letter from Mary E. Pandrea to The Honorable John Patrick Luster 
John P. Luster Dated May 9, 2014 
5/15/2014 OBJC BOWERS Defendant's Objection to Consideration of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiff's Post-Hearing Filings 
5/22/2014 REMT HUMRICH Remittitur (copy faxed to Judge Luster) John Patrick Luster 
5/29/2014 RSPN KRAMES Plaintiff Mary Panrea's Response To Clark's John Patrick Luster 
Objection To Exhibit And Request For Judicial 
Notice 
5/30/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- John Patrick Luster 
"ACKNOWLEDGMENT OFRECEIPT: 
REMITTITUR" 
REMT HUMRICH Remittitur John Patrick Luster 
BNDE HUMRICH Cash Bond Exonerated (Amount John Patrick Luster 
3/3/2014 MISC HENDRICKSO Decision on Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration John Patrick Luster 
3/6/2014 TAYLOR Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Of John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0009389 
Dated: 6/6/2014 Amount $9.00 (Cash) 
7/8/2014 MOTN HUMRICH Motion and Affidavit for Fee Waiver (faxed to John Patrick Luster 
7/14/2014 ORDR HUMRICH Order Re: Fee Waiver John Patrick Luster 
NOTA HUMRICH NOTICE OF APPEAL John Patrick Luster 
APSC HUMRICH Appealed To The Supreme Court John Patrick Luster 
7/16/2014 HUMRICH Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to John Patrick Luster 
Supreme Court Paid by: Pandrea, Mary E. 
(plaintiff) Receipt number: 0011695 Dated: 
7/16/2014 Amount: $.00 (Cash) For: Pandrea, 
Mary E. (plaintiff) 
7/23/2014 MISC HUMRICH Clerk's Records due 10/29/2014 John Patrick Luster 
7/24/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "ORDER John Patrick Luster 
COND!TIONALL Y DISMISSING APPEAL FOR 
FINAL JUDGMENT" 
MISC HUMRICH iSC Docket #42333-2014 John Patrick Luster 
REQU HUMRICH Respondent's Request for Additional Transcript John Patrick Luster 
Date: 1/18/2014 
Time: 02:32 PM 
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7/29/2014 CINF HUMRICH Clerk Information - faxed to Judge Luster; Order John Patrick Luster 
Conditionally Dismissing Appeal for a Final 
Judgment and Respondent's Request for 
Additonal Transcript 
8/12/2014 JDMT HENDRICKSO Judgment (6 pgs} Richard Christensen 
CDIS HENDRICKSO Civil Disposition entered for: Clark, Kari, Richard Christensen 
Defendant; Pandrea, Mary E., Plaintiff. Filing 
date: 8/12/2014 
8/27/2014 MISC HUMRICH Clerk's Records due 12/2/2014 John Patrick Luster 
8/28/2014 CCOA HUMRICH Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Val Thomotn Receipt number: 0014028 Dated: 
8/28/2014 Amount: $10.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment For Certifying The Same John Patrick Luster 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Val Thomotn Receipt number: 0014028 Dated: 
8/28/2014 Amount $1.00 (Cash) 
3/2/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "SECOND John Patrick Luster 
ORDER CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING 
APPEAL RE: FINAL JUDGMENT' 
3/9/2014 BNDC BRACKETT Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 14714 Dated John Patrick Luster 
9/9/2014 for 
BNDC BRACKETT Bond Posted - Cash 14716 Dated John Patrick Luster 
9/9/2014 for 215.00) 
BNDC BRACKETT Bond Posted - Cash 14718 Dated John Patrick Luster 
9/9/2014 for 516.75) 
:3111/2014 JDMT HENDRICKSO Amended Judgment John Patrick Luster 
CDIS HENDRICKSO Civil Disposition entered for: Clark, Kari, John Patrick Luster 
Pandrea, Mary Plaintiff. Filing 
date: 9/11/2014 
:l/15/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "RESPONSE John Patrick Luster 
TO SECOND ORDER CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSING APPEAL RE; FINAL JUDGMENT" 
(Filed by M. Pandrea) - rec'd via email from ISC 
}/17/2014 CINF HUMRICH Amended Judgment filed 9/11/2014 certified and John Patrick Luster 
emailed to ISC; per request 
l/22/2014 JDMT HUMRICH Amended Judgment filed with Supreme Court John Patrick Luster 
10/9/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "Order to John Patrick Luster 
Reinstate Appellate Proceedings' 
10/1012014 MISC HIJMRICH Statement dated 9/26/2014 from Julie K. Foland John Patrick Luster 
for transcripts $613. 15 
NLT HUMRICH Notice Of Lodging Transcript On Appeal by Julie John Patrick Luster 
K. Foland - Court Trial Day One 6/12/2012 and 
Court Trial Day Two 6/13/2012 
Date: 11/18/2014 
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10/10/2014 TRAN HUMRICH Transcript Filed by Julie K Foland - Court Trial John Patrick Luster 
Day 1 on 6/12/2012 and Court Trial Day 2 on 
6/13/2012 
10/16/2014 BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1489 dated John Patrick Luster 
10/16/2014 amount 613.15) 
10/29/2014 NLT HUMRICH Notice Of Lodging Transcript On Appeal by Keri John Patrick Luster 
Veare - Motion to Clarify on 1/14/2013, Order 
Denying Plaintiffs Motion 10/18/2013 and Entry of 
Judgment on 1/17/2014 
MISC HUMRICH Invoice for transcripts from Keri J. Veare - Motion John Patrick Luster 
to Clarify on 1/14/2013, Order Denying Plaintiffs 
Motion 10/18/2013 and Entry of Judgment on 
1/17/2014; $503.75 
TRAN HUMRICH Transcript Filed by Keri J. Veare - Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Clarify on 1/14/2013, Order Denying Plaintiffs 
Motion 10/18/2013 and Entry of Judgment on 
1/17/2014 
BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1575 dated John Patrick Luster 
10/29/2014 amount 503. 75) 
BNDE HUMRICH Cash Bond Exonerated (Amount 1 John Patrick Luster 
11/3/2014 NLT HUMRICH Notice Of Lodging Transcript On Appeal by John Patrick Luster 
Valerie Nunemacher - Motion to Reconsider on 
6/26/2013 
TRAN HUMRICH Filed by Valerie Nunemacher- Motion John Patrick Luster 
to Reconsider on 6/26/2013 
MISC HUMRICH Invoice dated 10/31/2014 from Valerie John Patrick Luster 
Nunemacher for transcript of Motion to 
Reconsider on 6/26/2013 - $250.25 
BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1585 dated John Patrick Luster 
11/3/2014 amount 215.00) 
BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1586 dated John Patrick Luster 
11/3/2014 amount 35.25) 
R.Ai\1SDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur ID 8381 1336 
Telephone: 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN 1BE DISTRICT COlJRT OF THE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF 1BE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR 1BE COlJNTY B0~1NER 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21,2010, 
COMES NOW above-named 
alleges as 
Case No. CV-11- 00f/3S' 




PARTIES, J1JRISDICTI0N, A.ND VENUE 
1. Plaintiff, at all times relevant to was a resident the State of 
Washington and is the owner as a tenant in common Defendant Kari Clark of certain real 
property located Bonner County, Idaho. Said property is more described in Exhibit 
A hereto (hereafter "Property"). 
COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING - l I 
2. Defendant Kari A. Clark, at all times relevant to this action, was a resident of the 
State of Oregon and is the owner as a tenant common with Plaintiff of the Property. 
The Property lS of this action is located Bonner Idaho and 
thus venue is proper in Bonner County, Idaho pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-401. 
4. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Idaho Code § 1-705. 
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
5. Plaintiff arid Defendant are siblings. 
6. On April 9, 2002, Kari A. Clark (Defendant) and Mary Pandrea (Plaintiff) 
created the Kari A. Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable Trust, of which Plaintiff and 
Defendant were co-trustees. The Trust became the record holder of title to two properties 
relevant hereto, which are commonly referred to as 4687 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, 
Idaho (hereafter the "Property"). The properties consisted of an approximate 15 acre parcel 
and an approximate 5 acre parcel a log cabin, log shop and other 
properties were conveyed to Trust by Plaintiff and Defendant who them as tenants 
in common. 
7. On June 21, 2010, Kari Clark, as co-trustee of the aforementioned Trust, 
unilaterally conveyed 100% of the interest in the 15 acre parcel to herself, an individual or as 
trustee of the ''Kari A. Clark Revocable Trust." Also on June 21, 2010, as co-trustee of the 
Kari A. Clark and 11ary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust, Kari A. Clark unilaterally conveyed an 
undivided one-half interest in the 5 acre parcel to herself, individually or as trustee of the 
Kari A. Clark Revocable Trust and the other one-half undivided interest in said 5 acre parcel 
to Mary Pandrea, an individual, via quitclaim deeds. 
COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING - 2 
8. On or about June 21, 2010, Kari A. Clark purported to "dissolve" the Kari A. 
Clark and 1\1ary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust via the above-mentioned " 
9. Since June 21, 20 parties have held the 5 acre parcel as 
tenants in common. 
10. Since June 21, 2010, Kari A. Clark, individually or as trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Revocable Trust has been the record holder of title to 100% of the interest in the 15 
acre parcel of property, although, in fact, the 15 acre parcel is also held as tenancy in 
common by the parties pursuant to the terms of the Trust and by operation of law. 
11. Prior to June 21, 2010, Plaintiff paid the necessary costs to care for, improve 
and maintain the Property and the improvements thereon, including, but not limited to, the 
annual payment of property taxes; physical improvements such as a well; cabin renovation; 
tree planting/maintenance, and like. Defendant has not materially contributed to or 
reimbursed Plaintiff for, these expenses. 
12. By purporting to unilaterally convey the Property held in the Trust, Defendant 
has effectively terminated the Trust and all tenancy in common interests previously 
transferred to the Trust escheat to tenancy in common interests upon dissolution Trust. 
13. In November and December of 2010, Plaintiff paid for and obtained appraisals 
and a Comparative Market Analysis of the Property. Defendant did not share in or reimburse 
Plaintiff for the expense of said appraisals or the Comparative Market Analysis. 
14. On December 21, 2010 and again on February 10, 2011, Plaintiff offered to 
purchase Defendant's undivided interest in the Property for an amount that is substantially 
more than 50% of the value reflected by the appraisals and the Comparative l\1arket 
COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING - 3 
Analysis. Defendant has not accepted the offer nor has Defendant shown any interest in 
engagmgm 
15. are 
cannot be reconciled without the involvement of this Court. 
COUNT ONE - ACTION FOR PARTITION 
16. Plaintiff re-alleges each and every allegation in Paragraphs 1 through 15 as if 
fully set forth herein. 
17. Plaintiff desires to terminate the tenancy in common with Defendant according 
to the respective rights of each tenant common. There are no other tenants in common or 
any other owners of the Property except for Plaintiff and Defendant. 
18. Given the 
cannot be made without great prejudice to the owners, and 
appropriate. 
a physical partition 
a partition by sale is 
19. to to 
engage the services of 
including costs and 
to her rights and 
COUNT TWO - ACCOUNTING 
17. Plaintiff re-alleges and every allegation 
fully set forth herein. 
18. Plaintiff demands 
asset of the Trust. 
l through 19 as if 
as an 
19. Defendant has retained or exercised dominion over assets properly 
belonging to the Trust and has not made an accounting to Plaintiff. 




is entitled to an accounting of the Trust with respect to the assets of 
distribution of those assets. 
For partition by sale of the Property with the proceeds of the sale divided 
evenly between the parties, after all reasonable offsets are subtracted from the proceeds and 
awarded to the entitled party pursuant to an accounting of the same. 
2. For attorney's and costs pursuant to I.C. §12-120 or I.C. § 12-12 
event of a default in this action, a reasonable attorney's fee is $3,500.00 plus the cost of services 
to procure the appraisals and the Comparative Market Analysis. 
3. Such other and further relief as the Court deems proper. 
DA TED this ;c!\iay 2011. 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, 
Douglas . Marfice, Of the 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING - 5 
VERIFICATION 
) ss. 
County of Kootenai ) 
1\1ARY E. PAJ\iTIREA, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states: 
I am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled action; I have read the foregoing Complaint for 
Partition and Accounting; I know the contents thereof, and I state the same to be true to the 
best of my knowledge, information and belief. 
-w 
SlJBSCRIBED MTI SWORN to before me this /0 .- day of May, 2011. 
COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION ANl) ACCOUNTING - 6 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARYE PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust UiA Dated 21, 





SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. 
ENIER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT 
RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. 
READ THE INFORMATION 
TO: KARI A. CLARK 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this Jawsuit, an appropriate v.ritten 
response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the court 
demanded by the Plaintiff in the Complaint. 
enter judgment against you as 
SUMMONS-1 
ASSIGNED TO STEVE VERBY 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the advice or 
representation by an attorney in 
response, if any, may filed 
matter, you should do so promptly so that your written 
and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule ] 0( a)( 1) and other Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2 If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you 
may claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to Plaintiffs' attorney, as 
designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your re~ponse, c:0ntact the Clerk of 
d1e above-named court. 
DATED this Id day ofMay, 2011. 




RAi\fSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COlJRT OF THE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COlJNTY OF BONN"'ER 
MARYE. P ANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust lJ/A Dated June 21, 2010, 
Defendant. 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
Case No. CV-11-835 
LISPENDENS 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-505, that an action has 
been commenced and is now pending in this Court on the Complaint the above-named 
Plaintiff against the above-named Defendants. Based upon the allegations contained in the 
Complaint on file with the Court, the Plaintiff claims an interest in those certain real 
properties located in the County of Bonner, State ofldaho, described as follows, to wit: 
LIS PENDENS - I 
Parcel 1: A tract of land located Section 11, Tow111shlp 59 North, Range 2 West, 
Boise County, Idaho, more fully as 
Southeast corner 1 ; 
the east of said ...,,A.uu,u 
feet; thence W. a distance of 1978.63 feet to point of 
beginning; thence N.27 degrees 57'08" W. a distance of 448.04 feet; 
thence N.O degrees 01 '23" W. a distance of 225.00 feet; thence S. 70 
degrees 01 '23" a distance of 245.00 feet; thence S.46 degrees 01 '23" 
a distance of 375.00 feet; thence S.18 degrees 32'25" a distance of 
195.54 feet; thence S.59 degrees 26' 55" E. a distance of 302.20 feet to the 
westerly right-of-way of the country road: thence southwesterly along the 
right-of-way of the country road to the thread of Pack River; thence 
northwesterly along the thread of Pack River to a point that is S.27 degrees 
57'08'' of the point of beginning; thence N.27 degrees 57'08" W. to the 
point of beginning. 
Subject to a 30.0 foot easement for a road right-of-way and .... ,,,.,,.,.,, more 
fully described as follows: 
A tract of land for a road easement located in Section 11, Township 59 
North, Range 2 West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, said road 
easement being feet wide (15. 0 feet each side of the centerline), the 
centerline being more fully described as follows: 
Commencing at southeast corner 
degrees 58'55" east 
thence west a I 
448.04 feet to the 
E. a distance of 637.22 
Southeasterly centerline LESS that portion 
A diagram for purposes only is attached hereto as 
the Boise 
follows: 
11, Tow111ship 59 
County, Idaho, more as 
Commencing at South Quarter corner of said Section 11; thence North 
00 degrees 55 East along the North-South centerline said Section 
11 a distance of 1313.53 feet to the point of beginning; thence 
degrees 55'33" East a distance of 1313.53 feet; thence North 89 degrees 
58'35" East a distance of 1014.58 feet to the centerline of a thence 
LIS PENDENS - 2 
Southwesterly along the centerline of said creek a 
approximately 250.00 said point being South 41 ae{rret:s 
a distance 254.43 from the last called 
00' 40" a of 116.62 
43 West a distance 122.52 feet; thence South 4 cte,!fe(!S 
a distance of 142.00 feet; thence South 59 degrees 43 a ,...h, • ....,.,,~--
of 273.79 feet; thence South 21 degrees 16'18" East a distance of 244.00 
feet; thence South 21 degrees 23'33" East a distance 223.83 feet; thence 
South 34 degrees 04'05" West a distance of 256.10 feet; thence North 18 
degrees 32'25" West a distance of 195.54 feet; thence North 46 degrees 
01 '23" West a distance of 375.00 feet; thence North 70 degrees 01 '23" 
West a distance of 245.00 feet; thence South 00 degrees 01 '23" East a 
distance of 225.00 feet; thence South 62 degrees 01 '08" West a distance 
of 290.00 feet more or less to the thread of Pack River; thence 
Southeasterly along the thread of Pack River to a point that is South 89 
degrees 57'04" East of the point of beginning; thence North 89 degrees 
57'04" West a distance of 330.00 feet more or less to the point 
beginning. 
LESS that portion lying West of the centerline of Pack River. 
TOGETHER WITH and subject to a 30.0 foot easement a road 
of-way and utilities on existing road as surveyed or to be surveyed 
SUBJECT 
the ,.,,,.,.,,..,,,.,.,., 
DATED this L 
LIS PENDENS - 3 
OF IDAHO ) 
of Kootenai 
I, Theron J. sworn on oath, a11d that I am one of 
the attorneys for the Plaintiff above-captioned matter, have read the foregoing Lis 
Pendens, am familiar \\ri.th the matters asserted therein, and believe the same to be true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
This Lis Pendens is necessary to protect Plaii'1tiff's interests in the above-described real 
properties pending the resolution of this litigation. 
day of May, 201 L 
LIS PENDENS - 4 
P.O. Box 1336 
ID 8381 
Telephone: (208) 664-58 8 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron l De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN Tiffi DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN A"t-H) FOR THE COUNTY OF B0~1ER 
MARY P.At"IDREA. a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CL,\RK, a single woman 
individually and as 
Clark Trust U/A Dated 
Defendant 
DATED this 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY - l 
Case No. CV-11-835 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY 
L 
R.Ai\1SDEN & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
Box 1336 
d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONf\.~R 
MARY PA1',;1DREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust Dated June 21, 2010, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CV-11-835 
ORDER TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE 
The foregoing Motion to Disqualify Judge having duly and regularly come before this 
Court, and good cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that The Honorable Steve Yerby is disqualified from the 
above-captioned matter. 
District Court Judge 
ORDER TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE - I 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the oLt)_ day of May, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of 
"f-c~'HF, by the method below, and addressed to the following: 
Theron J. De Smet 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Jl[1fe 'fYJ/lend{ 
J//C,L ./~ k (ltJ8) l/t/~-/13,Z_, 
ORDER TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE - 2 
~SMail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
__ Facsimile (208) 664-5884 
Deputy Clerk 
!Vls. L LV• L:r:nv! ~J. '+ U/ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE JiiRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




Plaintiffs, ) CASE NO. CV2011-83S 
) 
~ ) 
) ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark Trost U/A Dated June 11, 2010s ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
The Honorable Steve Verby having been disqualified pursuant to 
40( d)(l) in the above matter now, 
IT HEREBY ORDERED that the above matter is assigned to 
Rule 
Honorable 
Benjamin R. Simpson, 
proceeding. 
Judge for the disposition of any pending and further 
assigned to preside in case Lansing Haynes, John 
Charles W. Hosack and Reinhardt, Ill. 
DATEDthiskdayof mlllf ,201L 
.-lr--~. ~~~ 
JohnT.~ 
Administrative istrict Judge 
CERTIFICA 
I hereby certify that on the~ day of 
was sent via facsimile, U.S. Mail, or interoffice mail 
'1/i «OIL . /J :c 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT 
ORDER OF REASSIGl\l'MENT: l 
CV 
2011, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
following; 
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
State of Idaho County of Bonner 
Case Number CV-11-00835 
Plaintiff: 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman, 
vs. 
Defendant: 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman individually and as Trustee of the 
Kari A. Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010, 
Received by DIRECT PROCESS SERVERS, INC. to be served on KARI CLARK, 204 JOHNSON ST., 
SUTHERLIN, OREGON 97479. 
L j D COLTON, being duly sworn, depose a11d say that on the 1st day of June, 2011 at 6:18 pm,!: 
District Court 
PERSONALLY SERVED the within named person or persons with a true copy of SUMMONS; COMPLAINT FOR 
PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING with the date and hour endorsed thereon by me. 
certify I am a competent person 18 years of age or older, a resident of the State of Oregon, and am not a party to, 
or officer, director, employee of, nor attorney for any party, corporate or otherwise, and that I know the person, firm 
or corporation is the identical one named in the action. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on the 2nd of 




DIRECT PROCESS SERVERS, INC. 
P.O. Box 1698 
1229 S.E. Stephens 
Roseburg, OR 97470 
(541) 673-1205 
Our Job Serial Number: DRT-2011000975 
TRINA DIANE CONKLIN 
~.JOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 453895 
MV COMMISSION EXPIRES JANtJARY 13, 2015 
Copyright Database Services< Process Server's Toolbox V6 4s 
Johnso 
Sutherlin, (1R 97479 
Defendant 
tN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FIRST ,JUDICIAL DISTRJCT 
OF THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, L~ AND FOR THE COU~TY OF BONNER 
\1.A.RY E. I ANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
J(A.RI A Cl .ARK, a single woman 
individually and as Tru.c;tee of the Kari 
Clark Trnst ·.J/A Dated June 21, 2010; 
Defendant 
) Case No: CVl 1-00835 
) 








N01 TCE JS 
future plead ngs 
Kari Clar~ hereby makes an this action. 
l~ari C1at 
:.04 Johnsor 
~;utherlin, OR 97479 
Date I this / 7 tf; day of June 1. 
l 
~cu:_ a. c1k,.1. 
/ Kari A. Clark 
Defendant 
I 
I Douglas S. Marfice 
I 
I Ramsden & L vons. LLP 
/ P.O. Box 1336 , 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
11, I 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
It~ 
I [ ] 
I [ ] 
I [ ] 
I 
2 





Kari A. Cla:'k 
204 Johnsoi 
5uther1in, C1R 97479 
.'Jefendant 
l..:IUJ.l'i ru.::i I HL 
JN THE DISTRJCT COlJRT OF THE FIRST JL1)ICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STA TE OF IDAHO, L~ ,AND FOR THE COL1ITY OF BONNER 
) Case No: CVl 1-00835 
) 
!HOC. t.10 f t:.I l 
14ARY E. P ~\i'DREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff:~ ) MOTION TO DISQUALIFY Jt;"I)GE 
) 
vs. 
R.AR! A CL .\RK, a single woman 
iltdividually md as Tmstee of the Kari A. 









COM ~SNOW Defendant KARI A. CLARK, and moves this Court pursuant to LR.C.P. 
41 l( d)( 1) fur a Order disqualifying the Honorable Benjamin R. Simpson in this matter and 
assigning an, w district judge. This motion is not made to hinder, delay or obstruct the 
ac1mi11istratio11 of justice. 
Defen lant does not request oral argument on this motion. 
- 0-, 
Dated this I day of June 201 L 
~~ 0~ (V!etd 
'Kari A. Clark 
Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I on the day of ~--
foregoing: 
l\iOTIO~ TO DISQUALIFY JL'DGE 
J Dornrlas S. Marfice 
I Ram~den & Lyons, 
/ P.O. Box 1336 
j Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
1 Phone: 208-664-5818 
I Fax: 208-664-5884 
I Attorney for Plaintiffs 
2 




RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 8381 
Telephone: (208) 8 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COlJRT OF THE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN Al"\JTI FOR THE COUNTY OF B01'.1NER 
MARYE. P ANDREA, a single woman, Case No. CV-11-835 
Plaintiff: 
VS. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee 
Clark Trust U/A Dated 
COMES NOW Plaintiff: 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO TAKE 
DEFAULT 
through counsel of 
55, advises Defendant of its to take default judgment against on or after 
June 
DATED this 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO TAKE DEF AULT - l 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
! 
I} I 
I hereby certify that on f l day of June, 2011, I 
foregoing the un,.n,uv,,;,u below, and address.ed to the 
J/ 
Kari A. Clark 
204 Johnson Street 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO TAKE DEFAULT- 2 
~/ 
US Mail 




Kari A Clark 
204 Johnson 
Sutherlin, Oregon 97479 
DEFENDANT 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARY E PANDREA, a single woman, ) Case No: CV11-00835 
) 
Plaintiff, ) ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR 
vs. 
) PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
) 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A 









COMES NOW Defendant A CLARK (hereinafter or in 
answer to the allegations in 
follows: 
Complaint for Partition and Accounting, allege as 
1.1 in response to paragraph 1 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or lnformation sufficient to a belief as to whether Mary 
Pandrea (hereinafter "Plaintiff'' or "Pandrea'') was or is a resident of State 
Washington and, therefore, n.:.r11"""' the sarne. Defendant is, additionafly, 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to whether Plaintiff is an owner as 
tenant in common with Defendant of certain real property located in Bonner County, 
Idaho as described in Exhibit A to Plaintiff's Complaint because no Exhibit A is attached 
to the Comolaint that was served on Defendant Plaintiff has failed to properly and 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
- 1 -
Defendant therefore denies and 
demands strict 
1 2 of Plaintiff's Complaint, 
is a resident of the State of Oregon. Defendant is without knowledge or information 
sufficient to form a belief as to whether she is the owner as tenant in common with 
Plaintiff of "the Property" because "the Property" has not been sufficiently defmed in 
Plaintiff's Complaint due to Plaintiff's failure to attach Exhibit A to her Complaint and 
Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict proof thereof 
1.3 In response to paragraph 3 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of paragraph 3 and 
Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict proof thereof. 
1.4 response paragraph 4 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of paragraph 4 and 






Clark and Pandrea created 
5 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant 
6 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable on 
April 9, 2002, of Clark were co-trustees. The allegations 
contained in paragraph 6 are denied that Plaintiff has failed to plead sufficient facts 
identify the "Property," the approximate 15 acre parcel, the approximate 5 acre parcel, 
and further essential facts sufficient Defendant to respond. 
1. 7 In response 7 Plaintiff's Complaint, 
allegations contained therein in that Plaintiff has failed to plead sufficient facts to 
the 15 acre parcel, the 5 acre parcel, and further essential facts sufficient Defendant 
to respond. 
1.8 ln response to paragraph 8 Plaintiff's Complaint, 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of 






therefore denies said allegations and demands 
9 response 9 Plaintiff's is 
knowledge or information sufficient form a belief as to the truth of the allegations 
contained therein and Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict 
proof thereof. 
1. 1 O In response to paragraph 10 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations 
contained therein and Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict 
proof thereof. 
1. 11 in response paragraph 11 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a beiief as to the truth of the allegations 






1. 13 response 
12 of Plaintiff's Compiaint, Defendant denies the 
to plead sufficient 
to respond. 
paragraph 13 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant 
aliegations contained therein in plead sufficient facts 
for Defendant to respond. the Property and further facts 
1. 14 In response to paragraph 14 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant 
that since December 21, 201 she has not accepted any offers from Plaintiff to 
purchase any interest in any property by Defendant is without knowledge or 
information sufficient to form a belief as the truth of the remaining allegations 
contained therein and Defendant denies said allegations and demands 
proof thereof. 
1.15 In 15 Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations 




therefore denies said allegations demands 
incorporates the responses the above allegations as if set forth fully 
1. 17 In response to paragraph 17 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant denies the 
allegations contained therein in that Plaintiff has failed to plead sufficient facts to identify 
the Property and further essential facts sufficient for Defendant to respond. 
1. 18 response to paragraph 18 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant denies the 
allegations contained therein in that Plaintiff has failed to plead sufficient facts to identify 
the Property and further essential facts sufficient for Defendant to respond. 
1. 19 Answering paragraph 19 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant denies 
allegations contained therein. 
1.20 Answering second paragraph numbered 17 (Plaintiff's Complaint 
contains two paragraphs numbered 1 of Plaintiff's Complaint (under Count Two -
Accounting) Defendant reaileges incorporates the responses the 
as if 
1 1 
paragraphs numbered of 
Defendant denies the allega1ions contained 
sufficient facts to identify the Trust and 
respond. 
8 
Two - ru.A,uu, 
in Plaintiff has faiied 
essential facts sufficient for Defendant 
1 Answering the second paragraph 19 (Plaintiff's two 
paragraphs 19) of Plaintiff's 
Defendant denies the allegations 
sufficient facts to identify the Trust 
respond. 
1.23 Answering second 
in that 
further essential facts 
has failed to plead 
Defendant 
paragraphs numbered 20) of Plaintiff's Complaint 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
contains 
Count Two - Accounting) 
- 4 -
GOIN' POSTAL 
Defendant denies allegations conta4ned therein failed plead 
H. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
In response to Plaintiff's Complaint for Partition and Accounting, Defendant 
pleads the rollowing affirmative defenses: 
2, 1 Plaintiff has falled to state a clalm under which reflef can be granted. 
2,2 Plaintiff's cf alms are barred by her failure to mitigate damages. 
2.3 Plaintiffs claims are barred by mutual or unllateral mistake, 
2A Plaintiffs claims are barred under the doctrine of quas!-estoppel. 
2.5 Plaintiff's claims are under the doctrine ratification, 
2.6 Plaintiff's clalms are by statute of 
2. 7 Piaintfff s claims against Defendant are barred by doctrine of unclean 
hands, wal" er and/or estoppeL 






attorneys' fees Incurred in defending 
and equitab!s. 
DATED: Ju,1e ._2 3 , 1 
and 
Defendant 
At-JSWER TO CnMPLAINT FOR PART!TlON AND ACCOUNTING 
as 
costs and 
as it may deem 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
""",.'"'n" certify on ~ June 1 I a and ~~r,r~~· 
copy of foregoing ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND 
ACCOUNTING by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following. 
Douglas S. Marfice 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 






M C AE E, RAMSDEN* 
CHRISTOPHER D GABBERT 
THER DESMET 
WILLIAM F, BOYD, OF COUNSEL 
Clerk of the District Court 
Bonner County 
215 S. 1st Ave. 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
P,O, ll X 1336 
R D LE l D 83 8 6- 1 6 
TELEP E: (208) 664-581 
FACSIM LE: (208) 664-5884 
E-MAIL: firm@ramsdenlyons,com 
WEBSITE: www.ramsdenlyons,com 
June 27, 2011 
Re: Mary E. Pandrea v. Kari A. Clark 
Bonner Co. Case No. CV-11-835 
Dear Clerk: 
matter. Exhibit A was 
attach Exhibit A to the 
Thank you for your 
TJD/sj 
Enclosure 
Cc: Kari Clark 
filing is Exhibit A to 
omitted 
filed Complaint. 
and attention to matter. 
HO 
• LICE SED IN WASHIN N 
The 
as: 
EXHIBIT A to the Complaint 
Parcel 1 (approximately 5 acres): 
A tract of land located in Section 11, Township 59 North, Range 2 
West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, more fully described as 
follows: 
Commencing at the Southeast comer of said Section 11; thence N.O 
degrees 58'55" E. along the east line of said Section 11 a distance 
1325.42 feet; thence W. a distance of 1978.63 feet to the point of 
beginning; thence N.27 degrees 57'08" W. a distance of 448.04 feet; 
thence N.O degrees 01 '23" W. a distance of 225.00 feet; thence S. 70 
degrees 01 '23" E. a distance of 245.00 feet; thence S.46 degrees 01 '23" 
E. a distance of 375.00 feet; thence S.18 degrees 32'25" E. a distance 
of 195.54 feet; thence S.59 degrees 26'55" E. a distance of 302.20 feet 
to the westerly right-of-way of the country road; thence southwesterly 
along the right-of-way of the country road to the thread of Pack River; 
thence northwesterly along the thread of Pack River to a point that is 
S.27 degrees 57'08" E. of the point of beginning; thence N.27 degrees 
57'08" W. to the point of beginning. 
Subject to a easement a 
more fully described as 
A tract of land for a road easement located Section 11, Township 
North, Range 2 West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, said 
easement being 30.0 feet wide (15.0 feet each side of the centerline), 
the centerline being more fully described as 
Cornmencing at the southeast corner of said Section 11; .0 
degrees 58 '55" along the east line of said section a distance 
1325.42 feet; thence west a distance of 1978.63 feet; thence N.27 
degrees 57'08" W. a distance of 448.04 feet to the point beginning; 
thence S.59 degrees 03' 17" E. a distance of 637.22 feet; thence S.58 
degrees 03'22" E. a distance of 300.0 feet more or less to the westerly 
right-of-way of the Pack River County Road. 




Commencing at the South Quarter comer of said Section 11; thence 
North 00 degrees 55'33" East along the North-South centerline of said 
Section 11 a distance of 1313 .5 3 feet to the point of beginning; thence 
North 00 degrees 55'33" East a distance of 1313.53 feet; thence North 
89 degrees 58'35" East a distance of 1014.58 feet to the centerline of a 
creek; thence Southwesterly along the centerline of said creek a 
distance of approximately 250.00 feet, said point being South 41 
degrees 58'38" \Vest a distance of 254.43 feet from the last called 
point; thence South 00 degrees 00'40" East a distance of 116.62 feet: 
thence North 81 degrees 43'37" West a distance of 122.52 feet; thence 
South 4 degrees 16'49" East a distance of 142.00 feet; thence South 59 
degrees 43'07"East a distance of 273.79 feet; thence South 21 degrees 
16'18" East a distance of 244.00 feet; thence South 21 degrees 23'33" 
East a distance of 223.83 feet; thence South 34 degrees 04'05" West a 
distance of 256.10 feet; thence North 18 degrees 32'25" West a 
distance of 195.54 feet; thence North 46 degrees 01 West a 
distance 375.00 feet; thence North 70 degrees 01 '23" West a 
distance of 245.00 feet; thence South 00 degrees 01 '23" 
of 225.00 South 62 degrees 01 '08" 
more or less to the thread 
the thread of Pack River to a 
the point of beginning; thence 
QT~,n~= of 330.00 more or less to the 
beginning. 
LESS that portion West of the centerline River. 
TOGETHER \VITH and subject to a 30.0 foot easement for a 
right-of-way and utilities on existing road as surveyed or to surveyed 
SUBJECT TO: Right of the State of Idaho in and to the portion, if any, 
of the property herein described which lies below the line of 
high water of the Pack River 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade Law Firm, P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
208-665-1335, fax 208-665-4621 
I.S.B. No. 3848 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman, ) Case No: CV11-00835 
) 
Plaintiff, ) ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR 










COMES NOW by and through SHIRLEY BADE, attorney for KARI CLARK 
REVOCABLE TRUST, (hereinafter "Defendant" or "KARI CLARK answer to 
the allegations in Plaintiffs Complaint for Partition and Accounting, allege as follows: 
1.1 response to paragraph 1 of Plaintiffs Complaint, Defendant is 
knowledge or information sufficient form a belief as to whether Plaintiff Mary E 
Pandrea (hereinafter "Plaintiff" or "Pandrea") was or is a resident of the State 
Washington and, therefore, denies the same. Defendant additionally, 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to whether Plaintiff is an owner as 
tenant in common with Defendant of certain real property located Bonner County, 
Idaho as described Exhibit A to Compiaint becau:>e no Exhibit A ls attached 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
- 1 -
sufficiently identify and Defendant therefore denies said allegations and 
strict proof 
1.2 response to paragraph 2 P!aintiff s Complaint, 
TRUST admits that is a revocable Trust established under the laws of the State of 
Idaho. Defendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 
whether she is the owner as tenant in common with Plaintiff of "the Property" because 
"the Property" has not been sufficiently defined in Plaintiffs Complaint due to Plaintiffs 
failure to attach Exhibit A to her Complaint and Defendant therefore denies said 
allegations and demands strict proof thereof. 
1.3 In response to paragraph 3 of Plaintiffs Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a beiief as to the truth of paragraph 3 and 
Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict proof thereof. 
1.4 In response to paragraph 4 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of paragraph 4 and 
Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict proof thereof. 
1.5 In response to paragraph 5 of Plaintiffs Complaint, Defendant admits the 
allegations set forth therein. 
1.6 in response paragraph 6 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant admits that 
Clark and Pandrea created 
April 9, 2002, 




allegations contained therein 
the 15 acre parcel, the 5 acre parcel, 
to respond. 
1.8 In response 
knowledge or information 
contained therein and 
proof thereof. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust on 
were co-trustees_ 
Plaintiff has failed 
15 acre parcel, the 
Defendant to respond. 
7 of Plaintiffs Complaint, 
has failed to ptead 
further essential facts 
Plaintiffs Complaint, 
denies the 
lff'lt'l;Q.l'\1' facts to it"IO,nT1l'U 
for Defendant 
is 
as to the allegations 
said allegations and demands 
1.9 In response to paragraph 9 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is 
knowledge or information a belief as to the truth the allegations 
contained therein and therefore denies said allegations and demands 
proof thereof. 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
- 2 -
1.10 In response to paragraph 10 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
Knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations 
contained therein Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict 
thereof. 
1.11 In response to paragraph 11 of Plaintiffs Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations 
contained therein and, Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict 
proof thereof. 
1.12 In response to paragraph 12 of Plaintiffs Complaint, Defendant denies the 
allegations contained therein in that Plaintiff has failed to plead sufficient facts to identify 
the Trust and further essential facts sufficient for Defendant to respond. 
1.13 In response to paragraph 13 of Plalntiff s Complaint, Defendant denies the 
allegations contained therein in that Plaintiff has failed to plead sufficient facts to identify 
Property and further essential facts sufficient for Defendant to respond. 
1.14 In response to paragraph 14 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient form a belief as to the truth of the allegations 
contained therein and Defendant therefore denies said allegations and demands strict 
proof thereof. 
1.15 in response to paragraph 15 of Plaintiff's Complaint Defendant is without 
knowledge or information sufficient to 
contained 
proof thereof. 
1.16 response to paragraph 6 
a belief as to the truth of the allegations 
'"'"""""'"'' said allegations 
Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant 
and incorporates the responses to above allegations as if set forth 
1 17 response to paragraph 17 of Plaintiffs Complaint, Defendant n.i:.ru;;:,,;:, 
allegations contained that Plaintiff failed to plead sufficient 
the Property and further sufficient for Defendant to respond. 
1.18 In response to 8 Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant 
allegations contained therein in Plaintiff has failed to plead sufficient 
the Property and further essential sufficient Defendant to respond_ 
1.19 Answering paragraph 19 of Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendant 
allegations contained therein. 
1.20 Answering the second paragraph numbered 17 (Plaintiff's Complaint 
contains tvVo paragraphs numbered Plaintiffs Complaint (under Count 
Accounting) Defendant realleges and incorporates the responses to the above 
allegations as if set fully n,:::.r·a,n 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
- 3 -
1.21 Answering the second paragraph 18 (Plaintiff's Complaint contains two 
paragraphs numbered 1 of Plaintiffs Complaint (under Count Two-Accounting) 
Defendant denies the allegations therein in that Plaintiff has failed 
sufficient facts to identify 
respond. 
and further essential facts 
1.22 Answering the second paragraph 19 (Plaintiff's Complaint contains two 
paragraphs numbered 19) of Plaintiff's Complaint (under Count Two - Accounting) 
Defendant denies the allegations contained therein in that Plaintiff has failed to plead 
sufficient facts to identify the Trust and further essential facts sufficient for Defendant to 
respond. 
1.23 Answering the second paragraph 20 (Plaintiff's Complaint contains two 
paragraphs numbered 20) of Plaintiffs Complaint (under Count Two - Accounting) 
Defendant denies the allegations contained therein in that Plaintiff has failed to plead 
sufficient facts to identify the Trust and further essential facts sufficient for Defendant to 
respond. 




response Plaintiff's Complaint for Partition Accounting, Defendant 
pleads the following affirmative defenses: 
2.1 Plaintiff has failed to state a claim under relief can be granted. 
2.2 Plaintiff's claims are barred by her faiiure to mitigate damages. 
2.3 Plaintiffs claims are barred by mutual or unilateral mistake. 
2.4 Plaintiff's claims are barred under the doctrine of quasi-estoppet 
2.5 Plaintiffs claims are barred under the doctrine of ratification. 
2.6 Plaintiffs claims are barred by the statute of frauds. 
Plaintiffs claims against Defendant are barred by the doctrine of ,n,_,,..,,. 
hands, waiver and/or estoppal. 
2.8 Defendant reserves the right to assert additional affirmative defenses as 
warranted ongoing discovery. 
WHEREFORE, Defendant requests judgment against Plaintiff as follows: 
1. That Plaintiff take nothing by her complaint. which should be dismissed 
with prejudice. 
That Plaintiff be ordered to 
attorneys' fees incurred defending this 
3. That the court ..,,,,...,.,,,,,,.. 
Jun~?'-, 1 
all of Defendant's reasonable costs and 
and further relief as it may deem 




ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
hereby certify on of 1 , a 
copy foregoing ANSWER TO COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND 
ACCOUNTING by the method indicated below, and addressed 
Douglas S. Marfice 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Bivd. 
P.O. Box 1336 









IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF ID,lliO, IN A,~D FOR THE COlJNTY OF BOI\'NER 
a single woman, Case 1 
) 
Plaintiff, ) ORDER TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE 
) 
vs. 
KAR1 CLARK, a single ,voma,11 
individually and as of the Kari 










case to a 
CERTIFICATE OF S~ll'E 
I HEREBY CERTIFY un the _k_ o~l 1, I caused to be 
manner a true correct copy of the foregoing: 
ORDER TO DISQUALIFY .JUDGE 
Douglas S. Marfice 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Phone: 208-664-5818 
Fax: 208-664-5884 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
I Kari A. Clark 204 Johnson 
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KARI A CLARK, a single woman ) 
Individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010; ) 
) 
Def end ant. ) 
RICTOFTHE 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
The Honorable Benjamin ~ Simpson having been disqualified pursuant to Idaho 
Rule 40( d)(l) in the above matter now, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above matter is assigned to the Honorable 
John P. Luster, District Judge, for the disposition of any pending and further proceeding. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the are hereby 
assigned to preside in this case Lansing Haynes, John Mitchell, Charles Hosack 





I hereby certify thar on the /;:::J day 
was sent via facsimile, U.S. Mail, or interoffice 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT: l 
CV 
· e District Judge 
FMAILL~G 






R.Al\1SDEN & LYONS, 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
Coeur 83816-
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsfrnile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COlJRT OF TIIE FIRST J{JDICL4.L DISTRICT 
OF TIIE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AN-0 FOR THE COUNTY OF B01'iJ'.'ER 
MARYE. P A.r-IDREA, a single woman, Case No. 1-835 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STIPULATION FOR FILL~G OF 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
KARI A. CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010, 
Defendant. 
CO:M'.ES NOW Mary E. Pandrea, through her counsel Marfice, 
A. Clar~ individually, prose, and the Kari Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 201 through 
cour1sel of record, Shirley Bade, and stipulate as follows: 
L To Plaintiff's filing of an i\mended Complafr1t 
This Stipulation is made for purposes of filing an. Amended Complai.."1t including an '"'..,_..,'"""'" 
Exhibit (legal descriptions). 
STIPULA TJON FOR FILING OF AMENDED COMPLAINT • 1 





By: 2tfy/A-a~~ _(~~ h--
Kari A. Clark, Pro Se 
1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
that on the __ day of July, 2010, I 




__ Facsi.n1ile (208) 
US :Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile 
STIPUL,A. T!ON FOR FILING Of AMENDED COMPLAl'NT - 2 
correct 
l 
IV' 1 i LL._, , • n 1 !\ L ,J ~ IVi I JV iV 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Telephone; (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208)664-5884 
Douglas S. Mai;ice, ISB #4072 
Theron 1. De Smet. JSB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN nm DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR 1HE COUNTY OF B01'11-.'ER 
MARYE. P ANDREA, a single woman, 
Plain~ 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
indnidually and as Trustee ofrhe Karl A, 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 
Defendant. 
Case No. CV-11-83S 
ORDER TO AMEND COMPLAINT 
The furegoing Stipulation for Filing of Amended Complaint having duly and regularly 
come before this Court,, and good cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER that the a.bove.-named 
Plaintiff's Amended Complaint for Partition and Accounting is hereby filed nu.nc pro tune. 
DA TED this .,62 day of September. 201 l. 
ORDF<'.R TO AMEND COMPLAINT - l 
Received Time Sep. 2L 20i1 3: 9PM No. 2243 
e Benjamin R. Simpson 
-1Str1tt Co1 !1t Judge 
1208 i.'+ • 1 r LJ3/0U 
CLERK'S CERT!EICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the_ day of September, 2011, I served a true and correct 
of the foregoing by the indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
· Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade Law Finn, P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d• Alene Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
Douglas S. Marfice 
RAMSDEN&. LYONS. LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d' Alen~ ID 83816--1336 
ORDER TO AMEND COMPLAINT - 2 
Re e ·ve T'me p. 21. 1 l 3: l9PM 
us Mall 
_ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
_ Facsimile (208) 665-4621 
US Mail 




_ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
_ Facsimile (208) 664-5884 
Deputy Clerk 
RAT\1SDEN & LYONS, 
700 Northwest 
P.O. 1336 
ID 838 1 
(208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN A.ND FOR THE COlJNTY OF BOl\TNER 
MARYE. PA.-11\1DREA, a single woman, Case No. CV-11-835 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
AMENDED COMPLAL~T FOR 
PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW the of Ramsden 
& Lyons, LLP, 
alleges as follows: 
for a cause action against the 1e-r1arriea Defendants, complains and 
PARTIES, JlJRISDICTION, AND VENUE 
1. relevant to action, \Vas a \Vashington 
and is the owner as a tenant in common with Defendant Kari certain property 
located in Bonner Said property is more particularly described in Exhibit A hereto 
/"'f ,'<. ""' <<T"I> ' .... , 1.nereaner me rropeny J· 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOlJNTING - ! 
Defendant Kari A. Clark, at all times relevant to this action, was a resident of the 
of Oregon and is the owner as a tenant in common 
3. is the subject is located Idaho and 
thus venue is proper in Bonner County, Idaho pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-401. 
4. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Idaho Code § 1-705. 
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
5. Plaintiff and Defendant are siblings. 
6. On April 9, 2002, Kari A. Clark (Defendant "Clark") and Mary Pandrea 
(Plaintiff "Pandrea") created the Kari A. Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable Trust 
("Clark/Pandrea Trusf'), of which Pandrea and Clark were co-trustees. Clark/Pandrea 
Trust became the record holder of title to two properties relevant hereto, which are 
commonly referred to as 4687 Upper Pack River Road. Sandpoint, Idaho, therein as the 
''Property" as an 15 
acre an approximate 5 acre shop other 
improvements. These properties were to Clark/Pandrea Pandrea and 
Clark who owned them as tenants common. 
7. On June 21, 2010, Clark, as co-trustee of the Clark/Pandrea 
Trust, unilaterally conveyed 100% of the interest in the 15 acre parcel to herself, an 
individual or as trustee "Kari A. Clark Revocable on 
June 21, 2010, as co-trustee the Clark/Pandrea Trust, Clark an 
undivided one-half interest the 5 acre parcel to herself, individually or as trustee the 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING - 2 
Clark Trust and the other one-half undivided interest in said 5 acre parcel to Pandrea, an 
via quitclaim deeds. 
8. On or 2 . 
Trust via the above-mentioned "conveyances." 
9. Since June 21, 2010, Pandrea and Clark have held the 5 acre parcel of property 
as tenants in common. 
10. Since June 21, 2010, Clark, individually or as trustee of Clark Trust has 
been the record holder of title to 100% of the interest in the 15 acre parcel property, 
although, fact, the 15 acre parcel is also held as tenancy in common by Pandrea and Clark 
pursuant to the terms of the Clark/Pandrea Trust and by operation of law. 
11. Prior to June 21, 2010, Pandrea paid the necessary costs to care 
and maintain the Property and the improvements thereon, including, but not 
annual as a 
tree the Clark or 
contributed to or reimbursed Pandrea for, 
12. By purporting to 
TrusL Clark and the Clark Trust have effectively terminated 
tenancy in common interests previously transferred to the Clark/Pandrea 




13. In November and December of 2010, Pandrea paid for and obtained appraisals 
and a Comparative Market Analysis of the Property. Clark or the did not share 
in or reimburse Pandrea for the expense of said appraisais or 
Analysis. 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOlJNTil'1G - 3 
14. On December 21, 2010 and again on February 10, 2011, to 
purchase Defendant(s) in the Property an amount 
more 50% bv ., 
Analysis. Defendant(s) has not accepted the offer nor has Defendant(s) any 
engaging in any negotiation. 
15. Pandrea and Defendant(s) interests and plans for the Property are divergent 
and cannot be reconciled without the involvement of this Court 
COUNT ONE - ACTION FOR PARTITION 
16. Plaintiff re-alleges and allegation in Paragraphs 1 through 15 as 
fully set forth herein. 





19. Pandrea has 
to engage the 
including costs and 
20. Plaintiff 
fully set forth herein. 
tenant in common. 
to the owners, 
to the actions 
to protect her rights 
COUNT TWO -ACCOUNTING 
every 





21. Pandrea demands that the Defendant( s) account for proceeds the 
Defendant( s) has or over assets 
properly belonging to the Clark.JPandrea Trust and has not made an accounting to Pandrea. 
23. Pandrea is entitled to an accounting of the Clark.JPandrea Trust with respect to 
the assets of said Trust and the final distribution of those assets. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff requests judgment against Detendants as 
L For partition by sale of the Property with the proceeds of the sale being divided 
awarded to the entitled party pursuant to an accounting of the same. 
For attorney's fees costs pursuant to I. C. § 1 or I. C. § 12-121. 
attorney's fee is $3,500.00 the cost 
to procure Market 
as 
this L 
RA.l\1SDEN & LYONS, 
Dougl 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR PARTITION AND ACCOUNTING - 5 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade Law Firm, P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
~,.f .. day of September, 2011, I 
and addressed to 
US Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
__ Facsimile (208) 665-4621 
US Mail 






EXHIBIT A to the Complaint 
Bonner 
as: 
Parcel I (approximately 5 acres): 
A tract of land located in Section 11, Township 59 North, Range 2 
West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, more fully described as 
follows: 
Commencing at the Southeast comer of said Section 11; thence N.O 
degrees 58'55" E. along the east line of said Section 11 a distance 
1325.42 feet; thence W. a distance of 1978.63 feet to the point 
beginning; thence N.27 degrees 57'08" \V. a distance of 448.04 feet; 
thence N.O degrees 01 '23" \V. a distance of 225.00 feet; thence S. 70 
degrees 01 '23" E. a distance of245.00 feet: thence S.46 degrees Ol' ,. 
E. a distance of 375.00 feet; thence S.18 degrees 32'25" E. a distance 
of 195.54 feet; thence S.59 degrees 26'55" E. a distance 302.20 feet 
to the westerly right-of-way of the country road; thence southwesterly 
along the right-of-way of the country road to the thread of Pack River: 
thence northwesterly along the thread of Pack River to a point that 
S.27 degrees 57'08" E. of the point of beginning; thence N.27 degrees 
57'08'' W. to the point of beginning. 
a 
A tract of land a easement located in Section 11, 
North, Range 2 West, Boise Bonner County, Idaho, 
easement being 30.0 wide (15.0 each side the 
the centerline being more 
Commencing at the southeast comer of said Section 11 ; 
degrees 58'55" E. along east line said section a 
1325.42 feet; thence west a distance of 1978.63 feet; thence 
degrees 57'08" W. a distance 448.04 feet to point of beginning: 
thence S.59 degrees '17'' a distance of 637.22 feet; thence S.58 
degrees 03 '22" E. a distance 300.0 feet more or less to the 
right-of-way of the Pack River County Road. 
LESS that portion lying Southeasterly 
Creek. 
the centerline of 
Range 2 
Bonner 
Commencing at the South Quarter comer of said Section 11; thence 
North 00 degrees 55'33" East along the North-South centerline of said 
Section 11 a distance of 1313.53 feet to the point of beginning; thence 
North 00 degrees 55'33" East a distance of 1313.53 feet; thence North 
89 degrees 58'35" East a distance of 1014.58 feet to the centerline of a 
creek; thence Southwesterly along the centerline of said creek a 
distance of approximately 250.00 feet, said point being South 41 
degrees 58'38" West a distance of 254.43 feet from the last called 
point; thence South 00 degrees 00'40" East a distance of 116.62 feet: 
thence North 81 degrees 43'37" West a distance of 122.52 feet; thence 
South 4 degrees 16'49" East a distance 142.00 feet; thence South 59 
degrees 43'07"East a distance of 273.79 feet; thence South 21 degrees 
16' 18" East a distance of 244.00 feet; thence South 21 degrees 23' 
East a distance of 223.83 feet; thence South 34 degrees 04'05" West a 
distance of 256.10 feet; thence North 18 degrees 32'25" \Vest a 
distance of 195.54 feet; thence North 46 degrees 01 '23" \Vest a 
distance of 375.00 feet; thence North 70 degrees 01 '23" West a 
distance of 245.00 feet; thence South 00 degrees 01 '23" East a distance 
of 225.00 feet; South degrees 01 '08" \Vest a distance 
more or to 
Southeasterly the thread of Pack to a is 
degrees 57'04" East the point of thence North 89 
57'04" West a distance of 330.00 feet more or less to the point 
beginning. 
LESS that portion lying \Vest Pack River. 
TOGETHER \\TITH and subject to a 30.0 foot easement for a road 
right-of-way and on existing road as surveyed or to be 
SUBJECT TO: Right of the State of Idaho in and to the portion, if any, 
of the property described lies line of 
high water of the Pack River 
664-5818 
(208) 664-5884 
Marfioo, lSB #4072 
J. De Smet, ISB #81 &4 
Tim DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DJSTR!CT 
THE STATE IDAHO, IN M'D 
Case No. 
ORDER TO AMEND COMPLATh'T 
HERE.BY ORDERED AND THIS DOES 
v1 ... ..,,,,,f'r':, AYTieni'ti:d .....ump1uw,u for Partition 
of£};~~ 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade Law 
418 E. Coeur d'.Alene Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene) 83814 
Kari Clark 
__ Overnight Mail 








RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Mar.flee, lSB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COlJRT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DJSTRICT 
OF THE STAIE OF IDAHO, lN AND FOR 1HE COUNTY OF BONNER 
Case No. CV-11-835 MARYE. P ANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, ORDER TO AMEND COMPLAINT 
vs. 
KAR1 A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually aJ:ld as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010, 
Defendant 
The foregoing Stipulation for Filing 
come before this Court, and good cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED Al\tTI THIS DOES ORDER that the above-named 
Plaintiff's Amended Complaint for Partition and Accounting hereby 
r c::::t: .. :b he/ 
DATED this day of~eptemb~, 2011. 
nunc pro tune. 
The Honorable Befl.jamm R: Sin:lpso.t;L 
District Court Judge 
ORDER TO AMEND COMPLAIN1' - 1 
Frcm-1Z0BZ651447 Tc-JUDGE LUSTER Paae OS 
CLERK,S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on tp.e _ day of September, 2011, I served a true and correct 




Shirley Bade Law Firm. P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
Douglas S. Marfice 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816~1336 
ORDER TO AMEND COMPLAINT· 2 
Received Sep-27-11 12:15pm From-12082651447 
US Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
__ Facsimile (208) 665-4621 
USMail 




_ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
__ Facsimile (208) 664-5&84 
Clerk 
To-JUDGE LUSTER Pa1e 04 
Charles B. Lempesis, ISBA #2550 
CHARLES LEMPESIS, CHTD 
Attorney at Law 
West 201 Seventh Avenue 
Post Falls, Idaho 83854 
Telephone: (208) 777-8815 
Facsimile: (208) 773-1044 
Mediator 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY BONNER 
MARYE. PANDREA 
Plaintiff CASE NO. OJ 2011-835 
V. 
KARI A. CLARK, et aL 
Defendants 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT PURSUANT TO 
RULE 16(k)(7) IRCP REGARDING 
CASE STATUS/MEDIATION 
Rule 
above captioned was on the 5th day by 
CHARLES B. LEMPESIS, and that said mediation did 
matter. 
DATED this -'--""--I-'-
Attorney at Law 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT PURSUANT TO RULE PAGE 1 
I hereby that on day of_:::::_...::::...:____::=----=""--' 
true and correct copy of the foregoing as follows: 
to: 
Douglas Marfice, Esquire 
Ramsden & Lyons 
P. 0. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Shirley Bade, Esquire 
418 East Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
Coeur d Alene, ID 83814 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT PURSUANT TO RULE 16(K)(7) ••• 
Via: 
___,'-'-- U. S. Mail 
Facsimile --
--- Personal Delivery 
Viq:/, 












in Bonner 1 as 
paragraph 8 of Plaintiffs Defendant 




























Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintif£1Counter Defendant ~Aary Pandrea 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONN'ER 
~1ARY E. PA1'.TIREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee Kari A. 
Clark Trust Dated June 21,201 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
:MARYE. PAt"'IDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of The Kari A. 
Clark and r..1ary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust 
dated April 9, 2002, 
REPLY TO COlJNTERCLAIM - l 
Case CV-11-835 




through her attorneys of record, Ramsden & Lyons, LLP, respond to the Counterclaim as 
follows: 
FIRST DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant's counterclaim violates IRCP 12(b )(8) insofar as it alleges the same 
causes of action set forth in Plaintiffs Complaint. 
GENERAL DENIAL 
Pandrea denies each and every allegation contained m the Counterclaim, unless 
expressly and specifically admitted herein. 
l. to paragraph 3.1 of Counterclaim, neither an admission nor a denial is 
necessary. 
2. to 
identified in Instrument Number 
conveyance and was means on 
State of Idaho, is a 
therein. 
approximate 5-acre parcel shall hereinafter be referred to as Clark/Pandrea 5-acre parcel). 
3. As to paragraph 3.3 of the Counterclaim, Pandrea admits that the 
Clark/Pandrea 5-acre parcel was conveyed the means and on date represented in 
Instrument Number 240369, records of Bonner County, State Idaho. 
4. As to paragraph 3.4 of the Counterclaim, Pandrea admits the conveyance 
identified in Instrument Number 396781, records of County, State of Idaho, is a 
conveyance and was executed by the means and on the date represented therein. (This 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 2 
approximate 15-acre parcel shall hereinafter be referred to as Clark/Pandrea 15-acre 
5. to 3.5 the Counterclaim, 
Clark!Pandrea 15-acre parcel was conveyed by the means and on the date represented in 
Instrument Number 416380, records of Bonner County, State of Idaho. 
6. As to paragraph 3.6 of the Counterclaim, Pandrea admits the first sentence. As 
to the remaining averments, Pandrea admits that Clark Pandrea conveyed their respective 
rights in the Clark/Pandrea 5-acre parcel and Clark!Pandrea 15-acre parcel to the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable Trust (hereafter "Clark/Pandrea Trust"). The 
combined property 
"Clark/Pandrea Property." 
the Clark/Pandrea Trust 1s hereafter referred to as the 
to paragraph 3. 7 the Counterclaim, Pandrea denies that Clark has paid or 
to costs 
8. 
a minimal trees were 
and shop. she ever realized any 
9. As to paragraph 3.9 of the Counterclaim, 
10. to paragraph 3.10 of the 
Clark!Pandrea revocation provisions. 
to dissolve the June 21, 2010, 
11. to paragraph 11 of the '-'V,,..,,.,...,L 
Pandrea further admits that the conveyances identified 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 3 
years 
Property due to bug 
trees to 
of the trees. 
admits that the 
admits that on or around 
first sentence. 
Instrument Numbers 795211, 
795212 813590, records Bonner County, State of are conveyances and were 
means and on dates averments are 
12. to paragraph 3 .12 of the Counterclaim, is sufficient knowledge or 
information to determine the sentimental value that the Clark/Pandrea Property has to Clark. 
Pandrea admits the remaining averments contained in paragraph 3. I 2 of the Counterclaim. 
13. As to paragraph 3.13 of the Counterclaim, Pandrea admits that the 
Clark/Pandrea Property is approximately 20-acres and at times was legally recognized as 
being composed of two separate parcels, the Clark/Pandrea 5-acre parcel and the 
Clark/Pandrea 15-acre parcel. Pandrea further admits that at 
partition action the t\vo parcels have been managed and used a 





to paragraph 3 .14 of the 
to form a belief as 
but Pandrea desires to terminate any existing ""u,:.u.1"' 
in the Clark/Pandrea Property. 
As to 15. 
16. As to paragraph 4.1 of the Counterclaim, 
and denials to paragraphs 1.1 3.15 above. 
17. to paragraph 4.2 of the Counterclaim, 
REPLY TO COU1''1TERCLAIM - 4 
common or 
relevant to this 
manner. Pandrea 





18. to paragraph 4.3 of the Counterclaim, Pandrea admits that the Trust 
and Idaho law a procedure to an 
denies that Clark 




The to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
an 
Counterclaimant has waived, or by her conduct, is estopped from asserting the causes 
of action contained in the Counterclaim. 
THIRD DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant is barred from recovery in whole or in part for 
damages. 
FOURTH DEFENSE 
risk the events, occurrences 
FIFTH DEFENSE 
to mitigate 
Counterclaimant's claims are barred by the equitable of unclean hands. 
SIXTH DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant' s or some of them, are barred application the Statute of 
Limitations, including but not limited to Idaho Code §§ 5-216, 1 5-218 and 5-224. 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 5 
SEVENTH DEFENSE 
any, were or 
on 
Defendant, if any, was not a proximate cause of the aileged to the Counterclaimant. In 
asserting this defense, Counter Defendant does not admit any negligence, and to the contrary, 
deny all allegations of negligence or other blameworthy conduct. 
EIGHTH DEFENSE 
Counter Defendant hereby reserves the right to assert additional answers, including 
any affirmative defense( s) that 
this matter. 
be determined applicable the future 
WHEREFORE, Counter Defendant Pandrea prays for as 
L That Counterclaimant Clark take nothing this 
and 12-121, 
3 For as 
DATED ofNovember, 2011. 
R.A1\1SDEN & 
Douglas'.-8. Marfice, Qflhe 
discovery in 
and that the 
Attorneys for ~""~a·-· Defendant 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAii',1 - 6 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade Law Firm, P.C. 
418 Coeur d'Alene Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
REPLY TO COlJNTERCLAIM - 7 
day of November, 2011, I served a true 
addressed 
., US Mail 
__ Overnight :tvfail 
Hand Delivered 
__ Facsimile (208) 665-4621 
US Mail 





Shirley Bade, Bar No. 3848 
Shirley Bade Law Firm, P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene Avenue, 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Phone:208-665-1335 
Fax:208-665-4621 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant Kari A. Clark 
as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark Trust UIA dated June 21, 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARYE. PA1';1DREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
KARI A CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Dated 
Defendant. 
KARI A. CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pa..1.drea Revocable Trust, 
April 9, 2002 and as Trustee of the Kari 
A. Clark Trust June 21 2010, 
) Case No: CVl 1-00835 
) 
) DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMANT'S 
) NOTICE OF SERVICE OF REQUESTS 
) FOR ADMISSIONS, ANSWERS TO 
) INTERROGATORIES, Ai~ 
) PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, SET 
) ONE UPON PLAINTIFF/COUNTER 










MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust, 












on November 10, 2011 a of DEFENDANT/ 
COUNTERCLAIMA:.""lT'S REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, ANSWERS TO 
INTERROGATORIES, AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, SET ONE was"'"'"'"''·"",, 
the undersigned by hand-delivering a copy of same to the office of Douglas Marfice, the attorney 
for Plaintiff/Counter Defendant Mary Pandrea, and leaving a copy with the receptionist at the 
following address: 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816 
DATED J!l!{ay of 1uP. )-M1t, kiUz , 201L 
Shirley Bade 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant 
Kari Clark as Trnstee of the Kari 
Clark Trust U!A dated June 21, 
2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of ~ O]}..ett)\ .£rvl_ 201 , I caused to be 
the manner a true and correct copy of e foregoing: 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMANT'S 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, ANSWERS TO 
INTERROGATORIES, A'l\ffi PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, SET ONE UPON 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTER DEFENDAil\ff MARYE. P A.~DREA 
Douglas S. Mamce 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Phone; 208-664-5818 
Fax: 208-664-5884 
Attorne' or PlaintifflCounter Defendant 
[ ] U.S_ Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
b/] Facsimile: 208-664-5884 
3 
for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT CUL'RT OF THE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE IDAHO, IN At·-.1D FOR THE COUNTY OF BON"NER 
a \Voman. Case No. CV-11 
Plaintiff, 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
vs. 
Ki\Rl CLARK, a vvoman 
individually and as Trustee 
Clark Trust Dated June 21. 
E. a 
individually and as Trustee 
and Mary Pandrea 
Trust u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 




204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 974 
E OF SERVICE· 
Defendant/Counterclaimant was 





RAJv1SDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
d'Alene, ID 83816-1 
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN TI:IE DISTRICT COlJRT OF TI:IE FIRST JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TI:IE COUNTY OF B01\1\T£R 
MARYE. P ~~REA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21,201 
Defendant. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21,201 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
MARYE. P~~REA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
Case No. CV-11-835 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
DISCOVERY RESPONSES 
TO: CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COlJRT: 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY RESPONSES - l 
0 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on of December, 2011, 
J. De Ramsden & serve a 
true correct 
Production of Documents Set One, together with a copy of this Notice, upon counsel for 




Shirley Bade Law 
418 E. Coeur Alene 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
US Mail 
__ Overnight l\1ai1 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY RESPONSES - 2 
18 
(208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BON'NER 
:i\1ARY PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KAR1 A. CLARK, a single woman 
as Trustee 
Dated June 2 , 
a single woman 
as Trustee 
Dated June 21, 
Counterclaimant, 
VS. 
MARY P Acl\TDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari 
Clark .t\fary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
TO: CLERK OF THE 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY REQUESTS - 1 
Case No. 1-835 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on the 30th day of December, 2011, that Plaintiff, 
through her attorney, l De & serve a 
true and correct Interrogatories to 
Defendant, together with a copy this Notice, upon counsel for Defendant by facsimile and/or 
depositing the same in the United States Mail, Coeur d'Alene, Idaho, postage pre-paid. 
DATED this 30th day ofDecember, 2011. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify 
of the foregoing by the method indicated 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY REQUESTS - 2 
a true and correct copy 













Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintif£1Counter Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT OF rrffi FIRST JtJDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN Ai"'ID FOR 'rnE COUNTY OF B01'.11'-.TER 
IV1ARY P ANDREA, a woman, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a woman 
individually and as of the Kari 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21,201 
Counterclaimant, 
Vs. 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - l 
Case No. CV-1 
NOTICE OF COJ\1PLIANCE 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to the Court's Uniform Pretrial Order entered 
matter on 2, 11, Plaintifl7Counter 
DATED this 3rd day of January, 2012. 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LLg/ 
Attornyys for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on 
by the 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade Law Finn, 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 2 









RAMSDEN & LYONS, 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 838 6-
Telephone: (208) 18 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintif£1Counter Defendant 
IN TIIE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN A.1\JD FOR THE COUNTY OF BOJ\1NER 
MARYE. PANDREA, a 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
KARI A. CLARK, a 
individually and as 
Clark Trust U/A Dated 
woman, 
Defendant. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010, 
Counterclaimant, 
Vs. 
MARYE. P ANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 1 
Case No. CV-11-835 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to the Court's Uniform Pretrial Order entered 
matter on November 2011, that PlaintiIDCounter Defendant Pandrea, by and 
Witness Disclosure. 
DATED this 26th day of January, 2012. 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify on January, 2012, I served a true correct 
the foregoing by the method ,,,~"-~·~-.... 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 97479 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 2 
and addressed to the following: 
US Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Delivered 
US Mail 




Shirley Bade, Bar 3848 
Shirley Bade Law Firm, P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d1Alene Avenue, 
Coeur d'Alene. ID 83814 
Phone:208-665-1335 
Fax: 208-665-4621 
Artorney for Defendant!Counterclaimant Kari A. Clark 
as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark dated June 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST Jl}DICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BO~'NER 
MARYE. PAl\'DREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A CLARK. a single woman 
individually and as A. 
Trust Dated 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
u/aApril 9. 2002 and as Trustee of the Kari 
A. Clark Trust u/a June 21, 2010, 
Counterclaimant} 
vs. 
MARY P ANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
u/a April 9, 2002, 
) Case No: CVl 1-00835 
) 
) NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
) DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMANTS' 
RESPONSE TO PLAII'tfIIFF/COUNTER 
) DEFE~TIAI\1T'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIESAl''D 













Counter Defendant ) 
Notice of Service of Defendant's 
1 
that on 6, 2012 DEFENDANT/ 
COUNTERCLAIMA.t"lTS' RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF/COlJNTER DEFENDANT'S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS was served by the undersigned by hand-delivering a copy of same to the office 
of Theron J. Desmet, the attorney for Plaintiffi'Counter Defendant Mary Pandrea, and leaving a 
copy ·with the receptionist at the following address: 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
700 Northwest Boulevard 
Coeur d'Alene, Ida.l-10 83816 
DATED this (pJt: day of February 2012. 
Notice of Service of Defendant's Discovery Responses 
2 
~~ 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaim.am 
Kari A. Clark as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark U/A dated June 
~I I ..L 1 ·"1-'- ! LJHJ..IL L-HW 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DEFENDANT/COlJNTERCLAIMA.1•~'TS' RESPONSE TO 
PLAINTIFF/COlJNTER DEFENDANT'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
[ Douglas S. Marfice 
' Theron J. DeSmet 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Phone: 208-664-5818 
Fax: 208-664-5884 
Attorney for Plainti +lCounter De endant 
Notice of Service of Defendant's Discovery Responses 
3 




Shirley Bade, Bar 3 848 
Shirley Bade Law Firm, P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene Avenue. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Phone:208-665-1335 
Fax: 208-665-4621 
Allorneyfor Defendant!Counterclaimant Kari A. Clark 
as Trustee o{Lhe Kari A Clark Trust U/A dated June 21, 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COL-NTY OF BONNER 
MARY PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trnstee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust Dated 21, 2010: 
) Case CV 11 ·00835 
) 
) NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE WITH 
) PRETRIAL ORDER RE 
) DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMANTS' 







Ki\Rl A. CLARK, a single woman ) 
individuaHy and as Trustee of the Kari ) 
Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable Trust, ) 
u/a April 9, 2002 and as Trustee of the Kari ) 




MA.RYE. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust, 
April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 









PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on March L 2012 a copy of DEFENDANT I 
COUNTERCLAIMANTS' EXPERT WIT1'"ESS DJSCLOSCRE was the 
a 
Counter Defendant as follows: 
Douglas S. Marfice 
Theron J. DeSmet 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
same 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-13 36 
Phone: 208-664-5818 
Fax: 208-664-5884 
DATED this~ dayofMarch2012. 






Kari A. Clark as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trus1 dated 2010 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE d 
on 5~ day o~d!. 
manner a true and correct of the foregoing: 
NOTICE COMPLIANCE WITH PRETRIAL RE 
DEFKNDANT/COUNTERCLAIMANTS' EXPERT WIT~ESS DISCLOSURE 
J Douglas S, Marfice 
I Theron J, DeSmet Ramsden & Lyons, 
I P,O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 8 3 816-
1 Phone: 208-664-58 l 8 
Fax: 208-664-5884 
Notice of Compliance 
3 





Shirley Bade Law P.C. 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene Avenue. 
d'Alene. ID 83814 
Phone:208-665-1335 
Fax: 208-665-4621 
Attorneyfor Defendant/Counterclaimanl Kari A. Clark 
as Trustee of the Kari Clark Trust U!A dated June 2 I. 2010 
IN i>ISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




MARY PANDREA, a 
individually and as 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea 




Plaintiff, ) NOTICE OF 
) DEFENDANT/COl7NTER 
) CLAIMANT'S VIOTIO"'.\ 1 
























NOTICE HEREBY that on Wednesday, April 25, 2012 at 4:00 p.m., 
Defendant/Counter Claimant KARI A. CLARK will bring on for hearing, the Honorable 
John Luster, District Judge, Kootenai County District Court, 5500 G,:wernment Way, Coeur 
d'Alene, Idaho. her Motion to Continue Trial. 
DATED i!'__day April 2012. 




Douglas S. Marfice 
Theron J. DeSmet 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 81 
Phone: 208-664~5818 
1 Fax: 208-664-5884 
I 
Notice of Hearing 
HEARING OF DEFENDANT/COUNTER '-,Li,,,,.,.,,,,,,.,.,, 
MOTION TO CONTINt:E TRIAL 
I [ ] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
J [ ] Hand Delivered 
I ( ) Overnight Mail 






Kari A. Clark 0 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST Jl'DIClAL DISTRICT 
OF THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
E. a single vvoman. 
VS. 
vs. 
MARY a single Yvoman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable 















granting s to 
This case concerns the partition real property jointly the Plaintiff/C oumer 
Defendant I'v1ARY PANDREA ( .. Plaintiff. or "Pandrea") and the Defendant. The Plaintiff 
requests in her complaint that the Court partition the parties· jointly-ovrned real property. v,hich 
consists of approximately 20 acres of land. by forcing a sale of the property: whereas in her 





parcel is approximately 15 acres. 
1980s. deeded an 
that v;.,ere 
purchased these 
set up by their parents. 
2. The Plaintiff 
amended complaint on 





fise-acre parcel was 
m 















beauty. it a 
her. For these reasons 
a 





the property at $1 
5. 
extent 





Edith Clark. The 
in kind and she 
matter. 
\\ oman. 7] years 
matter 
fr1und that 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO TRIAL 
to 
the 














It is expected that such j 
the instant matter 
that a judgment 










to a,oid a default and to 






an ansv,;er to the 
in attempting to resoh e the matter good 
Def end ant retained Ms. Bade to provide these legal 
sernces. Bade mforrned the Defendant that should the matter not settle. it \\·ould be 





because are no mechanical tests 
asto 






answer must be found in 
judge at 







) In the interests of justice and judicial econom,· the Court should grant Defendant's 
request to continue trial because imminent events could change the course of the 
la·wsuit and possiblv make trial unnecessarv. 




The reason v,hv this 
interest 
sense. 
to out so il can 
Dl:TC\DANrs MOTION CO'\JTl~~UE TRl/1,L 
6 
are that the · a 
. the 
Court in ruling to the 
consideration is because while the Plaintiff 
real property and then divide 
the 








Idaho pro,ides a partition for a sale can be made it appears that a partition l in 
cannot be made without great pr~judice to the owners. In this case. the party who desires 
that the real property be sold could actually lose all of her equity in the property if the property is 
it appears a in a sum exceeding 






by forcing a sale 
r. . 66 68 
right to retain 
so 




to con,ert real estate against the ov,:ner. is an 
pov,er. and ought never to be exercised unless 
· l r. Wis. 
TO CONTINLE TRIAL 
7 
Id at 
to make such a determination since the recording the judicial lien 
not 
likely remm e any 
consideration that there ,,ould any .. necessity .. to co1wert the parties· real estate into money. 
The Williamson Court aiso laid out what It considers to be "fundamental guiding 
principles in all cases .. as .. clearly expressed by the Supreme Court of Appeals West 
Virginia ... That court stated that: 
any case such sale may be made if the parties are all adults and consent 
the court has no right to decree a sale their consent. unless it 
cannot be that 
owning the land be promoted 
statute which alone 
at all. They are important and indispensable 
A the matter to 
Court should 
trial see 
m interests it makes sense for the Court to grant the Defendant· s 
a continuance. 
3. To protect the due process rights of the Defendant, it ·would be proper for the Court 
to continue trial to allm, Defendant time to obtain an attornev capable of 
adeguateh representing her rights at trial. 









DEFENDANrs MOTION TO 
an attorney v-.~ho 
must 
estate litigation. 
should a continuance. 
CONCLllSJON 






CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
m 
DEFENDANT/COl1NTERCLAlMANT'S MOTION TO CONTINTE 






96 Wash. 529 (Wash. 




Supreme Court of\Vashington 
\lay 29, 1917 
Department 2. 
Appeal from Superior Court Spokane 
H. SuHivaR Judge. 
E 
Action by the \Villiamson 
against Mabel C \\ illiamson 
Investment Company 
a decree confinning 
partition made by referees. plainnff appeals Affm:ned 
[165 P. 386] 
appellant. 
& Canfield 
This is an action for partition. 
whether the land should be 
The property is described as lot block 
Havermale's addition to Spokane Falls, now Spokane. 
is located on the north side of Main avenue .. ben.veen 
Brom1 and Barnard streets. in the business district of the 
city. It has a frontage of 
depth of 90 feet to the 
feet on Mai.Tl avenue and a 
It o,rned undhided 
moieties by the patties this action as tenants in 
conunon. It is adjoined on the east b: lot 21 of the same 
din1ensions and in the same block. Many years ago the 
then owner and !165 P. 387] then of 
lot 21 erected tv,o-stol) v;ooden building covering both 
lots. The building had a common entrance on the line 
between the t\vo lots gi,;fr1g access to the second stO!) 
Sixteen years ago Volne5 Williamson, president of the 
plaintiff corporation, became 
another owner acquired lot 
ov,11er lot 20. and 
The building was an old 
building at that time. fe¥. 
was 
the original building into was run through on the line 




storerooms The upper floor onJ~ for a cheap 
roommg or lodging house. The upper hailwa1. office. 
laundl)·. and rooms are so arranged that a partition and 
double stairway could not be nm through on the middle 
line oflot 20 
Page 531 
so as to make separate buildings without 
expense At the time of the trial the west storeroom was 
rented for a smali monthly rental The other storeroom 
was vacant The upper story was rented at a month!~ 
rental of about $40. It admined t.li.at the income from 
the building is hardly sufficiem to carry the taxes and 
insurance. and that the rent is being continually reduced 
i.n order to keep the building tenanted at all Three of 
plaintiffs witnesses some,v·hat indefinitely valued the 
building at from$] ,500 to $3 000, though all of them 
admitted that it added nothing to the value the 
lot and that its only value was as an aid Cat!) ing the 
proper!} tiil the lot shall be used the erection there0n 
of modem improvements as business property Two 
,Yimesses for defendant and the three referees in partition 
appointed b:~ court the building had linle 
substance. that the property v,ould 
matter of t11is property can be pai:11r1on,ect 
without any great prejudice l do not 
that 
But J consider the 
particularly. 
than 
that property. because very 
but prefer 50 feet myself 
buyer As to the condition 
Page 532 
\vas not 
be owing the 
stenographer spell 
m oad shape ll 1s graauaHy I he baCK 
timbers studding are an rotten the bonom. The; put 
these braces up for fear it might fall--these braces on the 
to rhe value lot. one of plaintiffs 
witnesses. an architect. expressed the opinion that it 'Was 
wonh the time the trial about $20,000; t11at he 
thought there was then a market for it at that price: that 
the real estate market was then much depressed and that 
fa normal times he ,,ould $600 a front foot or 
$30,000, a good price. He expressed the fimher opinion 
that cm the lot in two \vould reduce the aggregate 
value by 25 per cent to 30 per cent. Another of plaintiffs 
witnesses, an experienced real estate man. was of the 
opinion that high or boom price for the lot would be 
$60.000. a lm, or 'hard-tirnes' price $22,000. and the 
normal -value $30.000: ii'1at to cut the lot in hal-ves would 
reduce the aggregare ,alue by JO per cent When asked. 
m substance. which ,Nould result in greater loss to the 
o,mers to divide the properl} kind or sell it on the 
presem market. he said it would be a 'toss up· as to which 
would be advisable. and that 'assuming that one could 
wait rill normal * it ,,ould be more preJudicial 
to sell than diYide.' Still another witness. an architect 
not acquainted ,nth real estate values Spokane. 




sold a1 the 
50 
Another experienced real estate agent who 
propefl} in his charge about 3 years. while not 
expressing himself in terms of percentage. was 
opinion that the sold 
advantage on the depressed market existing time of 
trial and he said 
far as particular concerned I 
rather have half of it all my own than to haw sold and 
take half of the at this time. 
An experienced contractor and builder. who '"'as 
also one of the referees afterwards appointed b, the court 
to partition the prnpefl}. had had 
with 
some cases might run as as 70 per cent 
was of little 
in kind. 
equal pans withom great prejudice. or an: substantial 
prejudice. enher and rhar it should be so 
divided and partitioned hen,een the parties 
sale. He accordingly entered an interlocutor1. decree of 
partit10n, appointing three dul:;. qualified and 
disinterested persons make the partition, and directing. 
if they were unable to partition and assign to each of the 
parties an equal portion, quamity. and qualit;. relativel} 
considered according to their respective rights, ·without 
great prejudice to the parties respectively. that they make 
and file a report effect. The referees accordingly 
pa.rtitJoned the prnperl}·, reporting that they had 
without great prejudice to either the 
di-viding mto equal portions. quantit\ 
Page 534 
demand partition 
Cotenancy & Partition 
Ala. 
dela:s, 
Eq 229. 91 !"tl 
998. 
776. 
In the original jurisdiction 
thing as 
parties were sm JUTIS and consemmg Wantmg such 
capacity and consenL 
and where the land was incapable of exact fair 
compensation for the mequalir< ,vas made by an 
of partition.' 4 Pomeroy's Juns 
1389. 1390. 
inconvenience and 
inadequacy method led the enactment in 
England. and in nearly all of the states of the Union, 
staU1tes conferring upon the 
Page 535 
courts power to make panition by sale of the land. ,vhen 
not partible in kind without greater injury than a sale 
would cause, independently of the consent of the parties. 
But partition has not lost its original purpose of a division 
without changing the existing character of the 
inheritance. The courts still, as formerly, favor a division 
in kind whenever practicable. 4 Pomeroy's Equity Juris 
(3d Ed) 1390. 
'The la\\ favors partition land among tenants in 
common, rather than a sale thereof and a division of the 
proceeds. and it is only when the land itself cannot be 
partitioned that a sale may be ordered.' Kloss v 
Wvle:::alek 207 lJL 328, 69 ~.E. 863, 99 Am. St Rep. 
220 
It is still recognized that an owner has the right to 
retain bis inheritance or investment in the form in which 
he has iL so long as it can be done without great prejudice 
to his cotenant. 
to real money against the 
is an extraordinary and dangerous 
power, never to be exer..:ised L':1e 
necessity therefor is ciearl! established. 
Farnsworth 40 Wis. 357. 
Nearly all of the state statutes. of,1-bicb that 
state is typicaL therefore, condition the pov.:er of the court 
order a sale upon a finding evidence that partition 
in kind cannot be made without 'great prejudiee' to the 
m.\11ers Our statute (Rem. Code. § 838) authorizes 
aetions forpartition ofpropeny 'and for sale of such 
propeny·, a part of it if it appear that a partition crumot 
be made without great prejudice to the owners. And 
again section 845 deelares: 
'ff it be alleged in the complaint and established by 
e,idence. if it appear by the evidence without such 
allegation in the eomplaint, to the satisfaction of the 
court, that the propeny·, or any part of iL is so situated 
that partition cannot be made witliout great prejudiee to 
the owners, the court may order a sale thereof. and for 
that purpose may appoint one or more referees. 
Otherwise. upon the requisite proots being made. it shall 
decree a partition according to 
Page 536 
the respective rights of the parties as ascenamed by rhe 
whose interest 
Constnnng 
different from ours. an 
,hall 
has held 
·great preJudke to the owners' means material pecuniary 
loss. The court said: 
[165 P. 389) 
'So the established test of whether a partition in kind 
would result in 'great prejudice to the owners' is whether 
the value of the share of each in case of a partition would 
be materially less than his share of the money equivalent 
that could probably be obtained for Hie whole. Idema v. 
Comstock l Wis. l l 1 N W 786, J 20 Arn. SL Rep 
1027 
See. also, to same effect Vesper 
supra 
The Supreme Court of Appeals West Virginia 
has clear!:; expressed we conceive to be 
fundamental guiding principles in all cases. t.hough the 
statute there inYolved made the criterion 'con;;enience 
instead of great prejudice That said: 
'In any case such sale ma:, be made if the parties are all 
adults and consent thereto But has no right to 
decree a sale without their 
second. that the interests 
will be promoted 
upon a coun of equity 
finds 
They are important and indispensable conditions. 
statute is an innovation upon the common laK takmg 
avrny from the O\mer the right to keep his freehold and 
com·erting his into money That must not be done 
except in eases of imperious necessity. It is a 
alteration of a canon of the law which forms part of the 
substructure of our jurisprudence Forcible conversion of 
propeny into money is avoided wherever possible ' 
Croston .Hale. 56 \V 
Rep. 918 
See. also. Roberrs 
49 SE 
Coleman \\' 
S.E 482 Pomeroy (section 
thought 
expresses the same 
Page 537 
when he says the power sale is 
·whenever it shall appear the court 
be exercised 
* that a sale 
·would be more beneficial. or less inmrious. than an actual 
di\ision. 
Since the statute itself the power oftlie 
order a sale is conditioned upon a showing that great 
preJudice would result from a di,·ision. there is a 




145 SW l 10; ldema v. Comstock supra. 
In the case before us the burden to show that great 
prejudice would result from division in kind was upon the 
plaintiff In the light of the foregoing well-established 
principles has this burden been adequate!:, met'' 
It is first urged that because the building cannot be 
ad\·antageously divided, to divide in kind amounts to an 
order for a destruction of the building, or for the 
construction of a wall on the dividing line at a cost 
greater than the vaiue of the building. and that eiLher 
alternative works great prejudice But great prejudice 
means material pecuniary loss, not mere temporary 
inconvenience or temporary impairment of an income 
slight in comparison ·with the value of the propert) for the 
uses for which it is suitable. The question is, Should this 
propert). in viev\ of its suitable location for business 
purposes, be treated as perma11entl} impro, ed propert)· 
would be treated? It seems to us that where a propert) 
worth on depressed market $20.000 to $22,000, and on 
normal market $30,000 to $3'.1,000. is renting for only 
$40 to $50 a month. and precariously at that since the 
evidence shows continual reductions rent to keep it 
tenanted at alL it cannot said to be permanently 
improved. nor improved at all any real or controlling 
Page 538 
The building is an old wooden shell so out of repair that 
has been propped for safety: rhe plumbing is antiquated 
and out of repair: the plastering is off: the lathing is 
exposed It is not worth repairing The court in his 
fmdings gave it a value of about $1.000. but think the 
evidence shows this valuation excessive h~ at least 
one-half One can.not read the evidence without being 
impressed 1,ith the view of many of the wimesses that the 
lots would be worth as much iAithom it as with On the 
facts we agree with the trial court a,.,d the referees that 
this building as an element of value is negligible. The 
propert) should be treated for the purpose of division as 
if it were not there. !ts absolute destruction would not be 
great prejudice in the legal sense of material pecuniary 
loss. 
The further claim that the building on lot 20 cannot 
removed without entailing upon the 
half of it expense a 
building the east 1s not supported 
either hv the law 
evidence fails to that there ever 
a continuing part)· wall agreement of any kind. lf there 
was any. the burden was upon appellant 
assume ln 
to nofrf} the other of 
building Thereafter onl;- liable for a 
failure to exercise reasonable care m removing 
structure. Clemens Speed 93 Ky 284. 19 S W 660. 
19 L. R. A. 240; Hieatt :'vforns. 10 Ohio St 523, 78 
Am. Dec. 280. No law to the contrar\ is cited, and ·we 
know of none as applied to the facts here presented That 
no such support would be necessary in any event v;e 
think is supported by a preponderance of ihe evidence 
Two of the referees testified that the dividing wall \,;as a 
double wooden \,;all. One of them, who seems to us 
probably the best qualified witness who testified in the 
case. said: 
Page 539 
'l am a builder and contractor It 1s two buildings that 
were built on lots 20 and The) are two buildings 
There are two separate supports there. J examined ll 
critically when l was there. There ,vere six-inch 
walls. The wall is a foot thick. wem into the dark room 
and could see through the partition It is a 
[165 P, 390] 
window they put through there. Evidently there is a vent 
there at the top. The building could be removed from the 




is next urged that to divide the would reduce 
the aggregate value of the halves from l O per cent. to 
per cent. below its value as a whole. and t.li.at this 
be great prejudice. Assuming that this true, though 
respondent's witnesses could see no such excessive 
the fact remains that every one of appellant's witnesses 
who testified on the subject was just as positive that e;;en 
a greater loss would result from a saie on the existing 
market, and on this point there an absolute una.nimit:, 
of opinion on the pan the wimesses on bot.h sides. 
use the language of Pomeroy. Can such sale be 
justly said to be 'more beneficial. less injurious. than 
an actual division°' Simply because the aggregate ,;alue 
ofLhe hahes would be some,xha! less than the value 
tli.e whole. must the law on that account force one, or 
possibly both, of the common owners to change the form 
of his holding. a thing never favored in law. and forego 
the value of his investment selling r.he entire propert) 
at a sacrifice" We think not But it argued that 
evidence as t.he present depressed condition of the real 
estate market and a probable advance of this land in value 
inadmissible and pure!:, speculative. fail. 
however. to see that It v,as more so than the evidence of 
Page 540 
weight. He held that the fact that the property as a bodv 
had been on the market for long time and could not be 
sold except at great 
it in specie 
was a sufficient reason to dhide 
After all, the question of value in partition suits, as 
in other cases where it enters_ is one resting largely 
opinion, The question whether the of a 
piece of property_ is capable of exact division, will 
resull in greater than a sale is_ almost every case, 
essentially a question of opinion_ The witnesses in this 
case were practicallv at one the opinion that Ll-ie 
building was oflittle moment as an incident of 
value this property, either in halves or as whole. 
to the aggregate value of the compared with 
the value as a whole they vcere hopelessly divided_ The 
trial the three referees were of tr'le 




the evidence shm-\ed the di,-ision practicable 
show thai great prejudice would resuh from 
Some 
referees 
obiection this is 
is 
Garth's Guardian ,-
Thompson_ He!lier ,- supra 
knO\\U when he was appomted, and no objection was 
made at the time. MoreoveL all of the referees were men 







Defendant/C ounterclaimant Kari 
as Trustee of the A. Clark Trust dated 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 








and as Trustee 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea 
9, 2002, 




AFFIDAVIT OF ETHEL JW. BOYD IN 
) SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT/ 












L BOYD, sworn on oath and state 
am over matters. 
capacity as the Personal Representative of the Edith Clark, I filed 
a lawsuit in Spokane County, State of Washington on May 19, 2010 against Mary Pandrea. 
Among the claims of the lawsuit was that Mary Pandrea had breached her fiduciary duty as 
attorney-in-fact of Edith Clark. 
4. On March 16, 2012, a hearing on the Estate's motion for partial summary 
judgment was held in the courtroom of the Honorable Gregory Sypolt in Spokane County 
Superior Court. The court granted the Estate's motion 
that Mary Pa.11drea had breached her fiduciary duty when 
in 2002. 








decided a.11d a 
took a 
At the time I executed affidavit, trial on 
summary judgment is in session. Trial began on 
two or 
Once the Court makes determination on matters 
begin the process of obtaining a sister state 
$1 Edith 
12. My attorney has 
I plan to 
that process 
is complete, I plan to immediately record the judgment against the real property 
and Kari Pack 
the judgment be recorded Idaho the end 
DATED this _"---1--_ day of April 201 
AFFIDAVIT OF ETHEL M. BOYD 
2 
NO 
Residin{ : Hayden, Idaho 
Commission 8- 5 
AFFIDA VII OF ETHEL M. BOYD 
3 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I 
AFFIDAVIT OF ETHEL M. BOYD IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMANT'S MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL 
Theron DeSmet 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
Phone: 208-664-5818 
Fax: 208-664-5884 
AFFIDA VII OF ETHtL M. BOYD 
Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile: 208-664-5884 
4 
Phone:208-665-1335 
F ,DC 208-665-4621 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant Kari A. Clark 
as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark Trusr dated June 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARYE. PANDREA a single woman. 
vs. 
KA.RI A CLARK. a vvoman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari 
Clark Trust Dated June 2 L 1 
KARI A CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee of 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
u/a April 2002 and as 
A. Clark Trust u/a June 21, 
) Case No: CV] 1-0835 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF KARI A. CLARK IN 
) SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT/ 
) COUNTERCLAll\;IANT'S :MOTION TO 















MARYE. PA_NDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust, 










AFFIDAVIT OF KARI A. CLARK 
1 
I, sworn on state 
1 am over 
lam 
A. Clark dated 10. 
,, 
.) . The Plaintiff Mary Pandrea ("Mary"), and I are sisters. own the real 
property at issue in this matter Property"). The Property consists of two separate legal 
parcels of rural property in Bonner County. One parcel is approximately five acres and the other 
parcel is approximately 15 acres. five-acre was acquired Mary in the early 1980s. 
interest in the property to me shortly 
The 15-acre parcel was acquired me the early 1990s. I deeded an 
old home and log 
in the 1940s and 1 
farm after our father 
I 
lS I 
I adored. It is a 
peace there not 
because setting is so serene 
beauty. The Property is 
much greater than that It is 
parcels that make 
separately Mary 
parcels to Mary and me as 




properties were then ovvned 












Jam a Vioman. I am 7 IS 
a 
resources to my legal matter I I can to to a 
because it is so very important to me to defend right to keep property that is so dear to 
me. The legal costs I have incurred stretched financial resources to an extent that I am 
having difficulties paying for my everyday necessary living expenses. 














mother. Because that lawsuit concerns my 
its I am aware court in that matter 
sess10n. 
then received a 
true correct 




9. practice is estate 
to an answer to 
me 
I understood that if the matter did not settle I need to a 
litigation attorney to represent me in the trial of the matter. 
10. engaged in mediation and continued to attempt to settle this matter after 
mediation but were unable to settle the matter. Since it appears that this matter will go to triaL I 
been seeking an attorney to represent me in trying the case. 1 Oregon and do not 
knowledge about attorneys who can help me but niece who is a paralegal Coeur 
d'Alene, Idaho has been assisting me by searching suitable attorneys. I have not retained 
an I to raise more money to co-ver 
am -~,, .. .,,,~,u,-. to 
DATED this 
]5 
AFFIDAVIT OF KA.Rl CLARK 
4 
AFFIDAVIT OF KARI A. CLARK SUPPORT OF 




AFFIDAVIT OF K .. A.RJ A. CLARK 
2011 15: 48 15414590C"C7 GOIN' POSTAL 
Anc NS" 
DO tJG ~ S, 
Tl!RRANr:r FL H!dHl!s· 
CHRl!'.T{l! Hf:!\ D. r.,\!HlE lT 
Tl!ITRON f On SMF.T 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, LP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
co 
TE!.J;;PHONE, (20B) 661-Efile 
l'/\.CS!MfLE:, (208) 661-SfllH 
E>MAlt., flrm@ramsd,:;nlynns.cnm 
l,V~ 5St TP.: WWW a t';1 m:n:l C !"i i)"OltS.C:O m 
June 21, 2011 
Kari Cla:tk 
21)4 Johnson jf. 
S·Jtherlin, OP 97479 
Re: Mary E Pandrea v. Kari A. Clark 
Bonner Co. Case No. CV-11-835 
I am ,, Titing in regard to the Notice of Appearance filed on 
appear ·o se (on behalf of yourself individually) and on behalf 
Dated J, 1ne 21, 20 l a licensed 
Tmst in legal proceedings. Springs 
5 P.3c 457 
PAGE 03/06 
DRESS: 
70 NORTHWE;ST !JLVO, 
• CENSED IN WASH NGTON 
You a re not an attorney licensed to practice law the State Idaho. 
cannot provide legal representation for the Kari A. Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 
proceedin.g. 11.s a result. I do not recognize tl1e above as a Notice on behalf of the 
Knri A Clark Trust U/A Dated Jm1e 21,201 
NotiCE of Appearance and an Answer to the Complaint were due today, June 21, 201 L 
In regards to .he Kari A. Clark Trust. I have not received eit11er a vaBd Notice of Appearance or 
an Answer. F lease consider this notice that on June 29} 2011, I plan tc;1 rrlovefor·Entry of Default 
against fHe IG1ri A. Clark Trust. 
In. reg:trds to you individually, I have not received an Answer to the Complaint. Please 
find the encfo,:ed Notice of Intent to Take Default. 













Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
#Jlffi DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST 




KARI A. CLARK, a woman 




MARYE. :PM1DREA,, a single woman 
individually a.11d as Trustee Kari A. 
Clark a."'"ld Mary 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002, 
Case No. 
ORDER DE2'YING DF.FENDANrS 
MOTION TRIAL 
ORDER . - I'.2:'RNDAN T'S MOTION TO CONTINUE TR1AL -
The above matter come before the Court on Defendant/Counterclaimant's Motion to 
Continue Trial, having considered the documents on 
grounds presented; 
lT IS EEREBY ORDERED that Detendant/Counterclaimant's Motion to Continue Trial 
is hereby DENIED, the previously set trial date of May 30, 2012 shall remain unchanged and all 
requirements of the Cow-t's Scheduling Order remain in effect. 
DAT'iZDthis $i- day of~012. 
~LPJ-... L~4 
The Honorable John P. 
District Court Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFlCATE OF SERVICE 
!\ • 
I certify that on the / /,) t day tl~ 2(}12, I ~erved a 
the foregoing by the indicated below, and addressed to the 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade 
418 E.. Coeur d'Alene Ave, 
Coeur d'Alene, JD 83814 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
SutherHn, OR 
Theron 1. De Smet 
RAMSDEN & LYONS. LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 













ORDER DENYfNO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO CON{JNftTfAL • 2 
con-ect copy of 
and 
Coeur d'Alene. ls3 8 
Phone: 208-665-i 335 
Fax: 208-665-4621 
Auorneyfor DefendanLICounterclaimam Kari A. Clark 
as Truswe of the Kari A. Clark Trust UIA dated June 21. 2010 




IDAHO, IN AT\'D FOR 




of Kari A. 
10; 
VS. 
) Case No: 
) 
) NOTICE OF 


















MARY E a woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust, ) 
u/a April 9, 2002, ) 
) 
Counter Defendant ) 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF MARYE. !'ANDREA 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendant/Counter Claimant 
of MARYE. PANDREA 
at the offices Shirley Bade 
83814. 
The deposition will commence at the above-identified time and 
to day until the taking of the deposition may be adjourned. 
DA TED this ff day of May 2012. 
CLARK, will take 
Reporter at 
day 
Auorneyfor Defendam!Counterdaiman.t Kari A. 
Clark as Trustee of the Kari Trust VI A 
dated .lune 21, 
2 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF 
PLAINTIFF/COu~TER DEFENDANT MARY PANDREA 
I Douglas S. Marfice 
1 Theron DeSmet 
I Ramsden & Lyons, 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 8 6-1336 
Phone: 208-664-5 818 
Fax: 208-664-5884 
/ [ J 
I [ ] I . 









RA_MSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
83816-
664-58 8 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
INTHE COURT THE FIRST JUDICLA_L DJS TRI CT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN At1'JD FOR THE COUNTY BO~'NER 
MARY E. PA.1'.TJJREA. a 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK. a 
individually and as 





KA.RI A. CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated 
vs. 
l\1ARY E. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee Kari 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
Case No. 11-835 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
DISCOVERY RESPONSES 
TO: CLERK.OF ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY RESPONSES - 1 
HEREBY that on the 8th day of May, Plaintiff, by and 
firm Ramsden & serve a true 
correct 
Interrogatories Production of Documents Set One, together with a copy of this Notice, upon 
counsel Defendant by depositing the same in the United States Mail, Coeur d'Alene. Idaho. 
postage pre-paid. 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
OR 
12. 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, 
By:--------------
Theron l De 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 




__ Overnight 1v1ail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY RESPONSES - 2 
RA.MSDEN & LYONS, LLP 
700 Northwest Blvd. 
P.O. Box 
d'Alene, ID 8381 1336 
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintif£1Counter Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COLTRT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COT.JNTY OF BONN'ER 
I\1ARY PM1I)REA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010, 
Defendant; 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark Trust U/ A Dated June 21. 2010, 
Counterclaimant, 
Vs. 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 1 
Case No. CV-11-835 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to the Court's Uniform Pretrial Order entered 
matter on l ' 
DATED 8th day of May, 20 
Shirley Bade 
Shirley Bade 
418 E. Coeur 
Coeur 
Kari Clark 
204 Johnson St. 
Sutherlin, OR 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 2 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 








y, ~, L I 
ShMe.y :Bade, Bar 
Shirley Be.de 
418 E. Coeur d'Alene Avenue, 
Coeur d1Alenei ID 83814 
Phone:208:665-1335 
Fax: 208-665-4621 
SHIRLEY EADE LA\ll 
Auorney for J)efe11danf/Counterclt1imaril Kori A. Clcwk 
tiJ' Trustee uflhe Kari A. C!C1rk J'nist VIA da1ed June 21. 20/() 
IN TRE Dtsl'RICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDlCJAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO} IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
) Case No: CVl 1-0835 
) 
PA1::t: !::l2/04 
MARYE. PAN.DREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
) STIPULATION FOR ENLARGEMENT 
) O,F TIME TO TAKE DEPOSITIONS OF 
) PARTIES AND WITNESSES 
KARI A. CLARK, a. single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the K.ari A. 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 2010; 
Defendant 
KARI A-CLARK, a woma.'i 
fodividually and as Trustee Kari A 
Clark and Mary Pandrc;a Revocable Trust, 
u/a April 9, 2002 and as Trustee of the Kari 
A. Clark Trm;t u/aJune 21, 
Vs, 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single wom~ 
individuaUy and as Trustee of the K~ri A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust, 
































SHIRLEY BADE LAl!J 
Come now the parries to this action, PlaintiffMARY E. J:>ANDREA, by and through l1er 
counsel, Theron DeSmet, and Dofendant KARI A. CLARK., by and through counsel> Shirley 
Bade, to inform the court of a stipulation reJat,d to discovery p;rocedures . 
.Pursuant to the Court's Pretrial Order, the deadlino for the taking of depo:iitions is 21 
days before trial, which is May 9, :2012. Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 6(b), the parties hereby stipulate to 
a vacation of this deadline .imposed for the ta.king of depositions of parties and witnesses. Parties 
further agree that all depositions shall be completed no )ater than May 21, 2012. 
The Parties also .ag,ree that this Stipulation shall not, in any event, be construed to alter or 
effect t}ie currently scheduled trial date. 
Date: ~ 2:u;i 
, ... ~ 
$~~ 
Attorney fer D~"/endant!CoutiJerclaimant 
Clark as Trustee of the Karz A, 
dated June 21, 2010 
STJPULATlON FOR ENLAR0BMBNT OF TIME TO TAKE DUPOSlTlONS 
2 
SHIRLEY BADE LAW 
ii • i; 
served 
CERTIJ'l9~F SERVICE 
CERTIFY on day of ~ 
marmer a true and correct copy of tefureing: 
STIPULATION FOR .ENLARGEMENT OF TIME TO 
TAKE .DEPOSITIONS OF PARTIES AND WITNESSES 
Douglas S. Marfice 
Th.eron DeSmet 
Ramsden & Lyons, LLP 
P.O. Box 1336 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1336 
I Pl1one: 208-664-5818 
Fax: 208-664~5884 
Atlornc;' for Plain.Li 'Counter Defendant 
I [ ] U.S. MaiJ. Postage , [ 1 Hand De1ive1·ed 
I ( ] Overnight Mail I [)'I Facsimile: 208-664-5884 
STiPULATlON FOR ENLARGEM£NT OF TIMB TO TAKE DBPOS!T!ONS 
3 
I to be 




Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT OF THE FIRST JUDICL\L DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AJ\JTI FOR THE COUNTY OF BOl\TNER 
MARY PA.i~REA, a single woman, 
vs. 




KARI A. CLARK, a 
individually and as 
Clark Trust U/A Dated 
Countercl aimant, 
Vs. 
MARY PMTIREA, a single woman 
individually and as Kari 
Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable 
Trust u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
PLAINTIFF'S WITNESS UST- 1 
Case CV-1 l 
PLAINTIFF'S WITNESS LIST 
COl\ffiS NOW Plaintiff, Mary E. Pandrea, pursuant to the Court's Pretrial Order, and 
discloses the following lay and expert witnesses who may called at the above 
matter: 
Lav \Vitnesses: 
1. Mary E. Pandrea 
2. Debbie Gadbaw 
3. John Pandrea 
Expert Witnesses: 
1. Suzanne Metzger 
2. Cary ~f. Vogel 
3. Harold E. Carter 
4. Jeff Bond 
5. Alison Murphy 
DATED this l6t1i day ofMay, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 16th day of May, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Richard K. Kuck 
RICHARD K. KUCK, P.C. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 816-1320 
PLAINTIFF'S WITNESS LIST - 2 
US Mail 
__ Ovymight Mail 
I ,,/.ri/and Delivered - Facsimile (208) 665-4621 





Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron l De Smet. ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COlJNTY OF B01'1'NER 




KARI CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee Kari 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 10, 
Counterclaim ant, 
Vs. 
I\1AR Y E. P AJ\.TIREA, a 
individually and as Trustee Kari A. 
Clark and :Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT UST - l 
Case No. CV-11-835 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT LIST 
COMES NOW Plaintiff Mary E. Pandrea, and submits the attached Exhibit List 
to supplement and am.end prior 
DATED this 16th day of May, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 16th day of May, 201 I served a true correct 
ron~gomg by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Rkhard K. Kuck 
RICHARD K. KUCK, P.C. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT UST· 2 
Delivered 
__ Facsimile (208) 1 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT LIST 
CV-11-835 
Title of Case: Pandrea v. Clark 
_x_ PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBITS (list numerically) 
DEFENDANT'S EXHIBITS (list alphabetically) 
I NO. DESCRJPTION -
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBITS 
1 Appraisal Report-Carter 
2 Appraisal Report-Vogel 
" Comparative Market Analysis .) 
4 Calculation-Cost of Appraisals and CMA 
5 Receipts Payment-Appraisals and CMA 
6 Calculation-Taxes 20 Acres ( 1996-2011) 
7 Receipts for Taxes 20 Acres 
8 Calculation-Taxes 5 Acres (1996-2009) 
9 Receipts for Taxes 5 Acres 
10 Calculation-Life Insurance Payment 
11 Receipts-Life Insurance Payment 
12 Calculation-Well Drilling 
13 Receipts-Well Drilling 








Bill/Payments-Tucker Brown & Vermeer, 
18 
LLC (Engineering) 
19 Bill/Statement-Miller & Associates 
20 Calculation-Legal Expenses (Trespass) 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT LIST - 1 






I I I 
I I 
No. DESCRJPTION BY STIP. OFFERED RECEIVED REF 
21 
Bill/Payments-Legal Expenses I 
I (Trespass) I 
22 
Letter and related documents Clark 11 
(12/21/10) 
23 
Letter, related documents, and earnest 
money check to Clark (2/12/2011) 
24 Topographic Map of Property 
25 Satellite Picture of Property 
26 
Satellite Picture of Property with 
I 
Property Boundaries 
27 Survey Drawing of Property 
' 
l 28 




Photographs of Bridge Accessing 
Property ( ~ 1990 and -2011 
30 General Photographs of Property 
' 
' 31 Expert Opinion-Suzanne Metzger 
32 Expert Report-Calculated Expenses 
,.,,., 
.).) Pandrea/Clark Trust Agr Ir'. 
I 34 Plat Map- 979 
35 
Warranty 
Pandrea-3/27 /1980 ,)?~) 
Warranty Deed-First ~ to 
36 
:'.>Lall:; 
Clark-I (Instrument ] ) 
Quitclaim l' Y2 
37 Interest to Clark-2/16/81 (Instrument 
#240369) 
Quitclaim Deed-Clark Undivided 
I 38 Interest to Pandrea-11/24/92 (Instrument 
#416380) 
39 
Warranty Deed-Clark to Trust-3/9/2002 
(Instrument #600363) 
40 
Warranty Deed-ClarklPandrea to Trust-
I 3/9/2002 (Instrument #600364) 
41 
Warranty Deed-Clark/Pandrea to Trust-
I 3/9/2002 (Instrument #600365) 




I I 7/12/2010 (Instrument #795211) I 




Correction to Quitclaim Deed-Trust to 
Clark/Pandrea 8/5/2011 (Instrument 
#813590) 
Letter Clark to Pandrea re: Tree Farm 
11/5/2002 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT LIST - 3 
BY STIP. RECEIVED 
RAMSDEN & LYONS, 
Box 1336 
F:U\.,J_L'-,. ID 8381 1 
Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile: (208) 664-5884 
Douglas S. Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron J. De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRJCT COTJRT OF THE FIRST JUDICL,\L DISTRlCT 
OF THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, M'D FOR THE COUNTY OF BOJ\'1'.1ER 
rvi,\RY E. PANDREA, a single woman. Case No. CV-11-835 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARl CLA.RK, a single ,voman 
individually and as Trustee 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 21, 
Defendant. 
KARl A. CLARK, a woman 
individually and as Trustee of the 
Clark Trust U/A Dated June 2L 201 
Counterclairnant, 
Vs. 
1v1ARY PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust u/a April 9, 2002, 
• Counter Defendant. 
PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT LIST· 1 
PLAL~TIFF'S SUPPLE~ENTAL 
EXHIBIT LIST 
COMES NOW Plaintiff, Mary E. Pandrea, and submits 
identif'.ying proposed exhibits. 
and amend to 
DATED this 17th day ofI\fay, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify" that on the 17th day of May, 2012. I served a true correct 
foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Richard K. Kuck 
RICHARDK. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman 
Coeur d'Alene, 















Case No: CV-11-835 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT LIST 
SUPPLEMENTAL 
Title of Case: Pandrea v. Clark 
X PLAINTIFF'S EY.HIBITS (list numerically) 
DEFENDANT'S EXHIBITS (list alphabetically) 
I No. DESCRIPTION BY STIP. OFFERED 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBITS 
I Appraisal Report-Carter 
2 Appraisal Report-Vogel 
,., 
Comparative Market Analysis .J 
4 Calculation-Cost of Appraisals and CMA 
5 Receipts Payment-Appraisals and CMA 
6 Calculation-Taxes 20 Acres (1 1 
7 Receipts for Taxes 20 I I 
8 Calculation-Taxes 5 Acres )) 
9 Receipts for Taxes 5 Acres 
10 Calculation-Life Insurance Payment I 
11 Receipts-Life Insurance Payment 
12 Calculation-Well Drilling 
13 Receipts-Well Drilling 
14 Calculation- Log House Renovation 
15 
Receipts/Documentation-Log House I 
Renovation I 









19 Bill/Statement-Miller & Associates I I 
Trial Date: May 30, 2012 







~- _______ , .. _ 
I 20 Calculation-Legal P,::pPn"'"'" (Trespass) 
i 








No. DESCRIPTION BY STIP. OFFERED RECEIVED I i 
i 




Letter and related documents to Clark 
(12/21/10) 
'i"> Letter, related documents, and earnest 
.:..) 
money check to Clark (2/12/2011) 
24 Topographic Map of Property 
25 Satellite Picture of Property 
26 
Satellite Picture of Property with 
Property Boundaries 
27 Survey Drawing of Property 
28 
Photographs of Old Log House and 
Renovations 
29 
Photographs of Bridge Accessing 
Property (-1990 and -2011) 
30 General Photographs of Property l 
31 Expert Opinion-Suzanne Metzger 
"'') .)~ Expert Report-Calculated Expenses 
,.,,., 
Pandrea/Clark Trust Agreement .).) 
34 Plat Map - 7/3/1979 
Warranty Deed-Bank of Idaho to u 
35 I I Pandrea-3/27 /1980 (Instrument #226223) 
Warranty Deed-First Interstate Bank to I I 36 
Clark-10/17/1991 (Instrument #396781) 
Quitclaim Deed-Pandrea Undivided 
37 Interest to Clark-2/16/81 (Instrument 
#240369) 
Quitclaim Deed-Clark Y2 Undivided 
38 Interest to Pandrea-11 /24/92 (Instrument 
#416380) 
39 
Warranty Deed-Clark to Trust-3/9/2002 I 
(Instrument #600363) I 
Warranty Deed-Clark/Pandrea to Trust- I 
40 I 
3/9/2002 (Instrument #600364) I 
Warranty Deed-Clark/Pandrea to Trust- I I ' 41 
3/9/2002 (Instrument #600365) ' l I 




I 42 I I I 7/12/2010 (Instrument #795211) I I 









Correction to Quitclaim Deed-Trust to 
Clark/Pandrea 8/5/201] (Instrument 
#813590) 
Letter Clark to Pandrea re: Tree Farm 
11/5/2002 
Easement-10/24/197 5 
48 Letter Clark to Pandrea 990 
49 Clark Account Statement-\VSECU 
PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT LIST - 3 
FFERED RECEIVED 
RAJvISDEN & LYONS, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
OF STATE OF IDAHO, Ail>ffi FOR THE COUNTY OF BONN'ER 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single 
vs. 
Counterclaimant, 
MARYE. PAl~TIREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the 
Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002, 
Counter Defendant. 
PLAil.JTIFF'S SEC01VD SllPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT LIST- l 
Case No. -11-835 
PLAINTIFF'S SEC01VD 
SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT LIST 
I 
COJ\1ES NOW Plaintiff, Mary E. Pandrea, and submits the attached Second 
the Plaintiffs proposed 
to supplement and amend prior to 
DATED this 21st day of May, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on , 2012, I served a true correct 
foregoing by the method 
Richard K. Kuck 
RlCHARDK. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ste. 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1 
and addressed to the following: 
US Mail 
_ Ov~ght Mail 
L/'fiand Delivered 
Facsimile (208) 665-4621 




Case No: CV-11-835 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT LIST 
ZXd SUPPLEMENTAL 
Title of Case: Pandrea v. Clark 
X PLAINTIFF'S EY.HIBITS (list numerically) 
DEFENDANT'S EXHIBITS (list alphabetically) 
No. DESCRJPTION BYSTIP. OFFERED 
PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBITS 
1 Appraisal Report-Carter 
2 Appraisal Report-Vogel 
... Comparative Market Analysis .) 
4 Calculation-Cost of Appraisals and CMA 
5 Receipts Payment-Appraisals and CMA 
6 Calculation-Taxes (1996-2011) 
i 
7 Receipts for I 
8 Calculation- 5 ( ·2009) I 
9 Receipts for 5 I 
10 Calculation-Life Lyment 
11 Receipts-Life Payment 
12 Calculation-Well 
13 Receipts-Well Drilling 








Bill/Payments-Tucker BrovVTI & Vermeer, 
18 
LLC (Engineering) 
19 Bill/Statement-Miller & Associates I 
l 
I 
I Calculation-Legal Expenses (Trespass) 
PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT LIST - l 
Trial May 30,2012 








No. DESCRJPTION BYSTIP. OFFERED RECEIVED ~ ~ 
Bill/Payments-Legal Expenses I (Trespass) 
I 22 
Letter and related documents to 
(12/21/10) 
23 
Letter, related documents, and earnest 
money check to Clark (2/12/2011) 
24 Topographic Map of Property 
25 Satellite Picture of Property 
26 
Satellite Picture of Property with 
I Property Boundaries 
27 Survey Drawing of Property 
28 
Photographs of Old Log House and 
Renovations 
29 
Photographs of Bridge Accessing 
Property ( -1990 and -2011) 
30 General Photographs of Property 
31 Expert Opinion-Suzanne Metzger 
32 Expert Report-Calculated Expenses 
I 
33 Pandrea/Clark Trust Agreement 




Warranty Deed-Bank Idaho to 
Pandrea-3/27/1980 (Instrument :) I 
36 
Warranty Deed-First Interstate Bank to I I ' Clark-10/17/1991 (Instrument #396781) 
Quitclaim Deed-Pandrea 12 Undivided 
37 Interest to Clark-2/16/81 (Instrument 
#240369) 
Quitclaim Deed-Clark Undivided 
38 Interest to Pandrea-11 /24/92 (Instrument 
#416380) 
39 
Warranty Deed-Clark to Trust-3/9/2002 
(Instrument #600363) 
40 
Warranty Deed-Clark/Pandrea to Trust-
3/9/2002 (Instrument #600364) 
41 
Warranty Deed-Clark/Pandrea to Trust-
I 3/9/2002 (Instrument #600365) 
Quitclaim Deect-1 rust to clark/Pandrea- I I 42 l 
I 
I I 7/12/2010 (Instrument #795211) I I 
PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEA1ENTAL EXHIBIT LIST - 2 
No. DESCRJPTIOl\J BYSTIP. OFFERED RECEIVED REFUSED RESERVE 
43 
Quitclaim Deed-Trust to Clark/Pandrea- I I i 7/12/2010 (Instrument #79521 :) 
44 
Quitclaim Deed-Trust to Clark/Pandrea-
7/12/2010 (Instrument #795212) 
Correction to Quitclaim Deed-Trust to 
45 Clark/Pandrea 8/5/2011 (Instrument 
#813590) 
46 
Letter Clark to Pandrea re: Tree Farm 
11/5/2002 
47 Easement- I 0/24/ 197 5 
48 Letter Clark to Pandrea 9/23/1990 
49 Clark Account Statement-WSECU 
50 Pandrea Account Statement-WSECU 
51 General photo of property 
PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT LIST - 3 
y, F+. L L L· L"IV 




Telephone: (208) 664-5818 
Facsimile; (208) 664~5884 
Douglas S, Marfice, ISB #4072 
Theron l De Smet, ISB #8184 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN DISTRICT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRJCT 
OF TIIE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BOI\1NER 
MARY R P.AJ.'JDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff: 
vs. 
KARI A CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as 
Clark Trust 
KAR1 A CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as 
Clark Trust U/A Dated 
Vs. 
MARYE. P ANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable 
Trust, u/a April 9J 2002, 
Counter Defendant 
PLAINTIFF'S TRIAL BRIEF - J 
Case No. CV-11-835 
PLAINTIFF'S TRIAL BRIEF 
ORIGINAL 
C01VIES NOW 
of record and 
INTRODUCTION 
sisters 
have held in common ownership for over 20 years. They can no longer own the property jointly 
and ask the Comt to partition the property and order the patties to account for their respective 
contributions to the value 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
I On March 1 Mary Pandrea purchased approximately 5 acres 
situated on the Pack ....,,.,,_...,. .. ~, County from the estate of her parents. acre parcel 
2. 
purchase 
November 24., I she 
l On May 7, 1991, Kari 
property contiguous to the 
4. 5 acre parcel and 
other minor improvements. On 





Kari holds the 5.3 acres as her 
(actually acres total) 
jointly owned by Kari and Mary are the action. 
1 Plaintiff and Defendant are two of eight bfolog1cal sibiings. As noted hereinafter, there is profound discord 
between two "Camps" oftbese Kari Clark is aligned with sister's Gene and Other 
iitigation has occurred or is pending by and between the siblings over issues not germane to this action. 




5. On April 9, 2002, Mary and Kari created the "Kari A. Clark and Mary Pandrea 
Revocable 
transferred their undivided 
also transferred her 5 .3 acres into the Trust. 
of which Mary and 
the Property into 
were co-trustees. 
Clark/Pandrea Kari 
6. Since 1992, Mary has contributed in excess of $36,890.44 to maintain and improve 
the Property, This includes an ongoing renovation of the log cabin; installing a well, replacing a 
bridge, planting a tree farm and securing related property tax: exemptions, Mary also paid most of 
the property taxes assessed. 
7. Kari was aware that Mary was maintaining and improving the Property, and either 
agreed to Mruy's contributions or acquiesced them, with the understanding that Mary would be 
reimbursed. 
8. Kari has only documented total contributions of $312.66 to the Property. 
9. Around Kari dissolved Clark/Pandrea 
to terms of Clark!Pandrea 
the Trust, title to the properties held the Clark/Pandea Trust is revert the manner that the 
properties were held when conveyed into the Clark/Pandrea Tmst. 
10. Kari conveyed undivided title in the 5.3 acre parcel of prope1ty to her own trust, the 
Kari A. Clark Trust 
11. Kari conveyed a one-half undivided interest in the 5 acre parcel to the Kari A. Clark 
Trust, and a one-half undivided interest to Mary. 
12. Kari improperly conveyed to the Kai A Clark Trust, a 100% interest in the 15 acre 
parcel. 
PLAINTIFF'S TRIAL BRIEF - 3 
L L::;r,v 
13. After August 5, 2011, on Mary's protest, Kari executed a "Correction Quitclaim 
improper 
acres to Kari, the A 
rwnlP'll~nr•p and Conveying a Ofle-half 
and a one-half undivided interest 
LEGAL POSITION 
15 
The pai1ies each hold a one-half undivided interest in the approximate 20 acres of 
Property, as tenants in common. The parties can no longer hold the Property as tenants in 
common because, among reasons, their extended the families are conflict is 
irreconcilable. Further, the parties' interests and plans for the Property are now too divergent to 
be practicable without the involvement ofthis Court. As a result, this is an action to partition the 
Property. This Court has the to partition the Property in kind (physically) or by sale 
allocation of the proceeds of the to the parties, I § 6-501; V. 138 Idaho 881, 886, 
71 PJd 1028, 1 
Regardless 
reimbursed 
seeks an accounting and 
jointly nHT!nRn f"\1'(),r,pf•t, 
in the form of improvements, 
one 
Court are ennnea 
common. 
of the expenses 
made 
payment taxes. or impliedly 
agreed to the improvements, maintenance and payments made by Mary. Mary is entitled to half 
her contribution Kari. v Bahmniller, 145 5] , 181 P.3d 443, 
447 (2008); (holding a cotentant "authority by agreement or otherwise to improve 
property at the expense of the co tenants then the cotenant so improving be 
to contribution from his cotenants if he act prudently and in ( citation omitted); and 
PLAINTIFF'S TRIAL BRIEF - 4 
(holding "[a] tenant in common is held to be entitled to contribution for expenditures absolutely 
necessa,y for benefit and preservation of common property. 
show has contributed approximately to Property, 
compared to $312.66 contributed by Kari. At a minimum, Mary is entitled to $18,288.89 in 
reimbursement from Kari and interest thereon. Bahnmiller at 449,523, 
CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons Property must be partitioned and Mary is entitled to an 
equitable award of money commensurate with the proof at trial representing Maiy;s past financial 
contributions to the property. 
DATED this 241n day of May, 2012. 
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